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rttr anvihr 

5 19 77 

3326 — iTTVl 195(1 (l950<6T 

■13) !im, 1 jT.' ^ -jqtim ( 1 ) jm irim urtmi <pt swm 

5^, TTHTr <rwnr, THTfir »R<FTr % 'mrirt % 

itfunTTUT 'rr ^ nit ifto % ipn^r 97" *ftt> 

ifTTifn: % wftrfTTffT nfsR', Wti ^xrr iERTnT-9rrt fTirnr 
TT Ml 197 7 ^rf'S+r'Cl % ^ ^ ofi^- 

THT fTTi^T ^ 1 

[JTi> 1 

ELECTION CO^I^aSSION OF INDIA 

New Delhi, ihc 5lh October, 1977 

so. 3326.— in e.vercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of Section 13A of the Represcntiition of the People 
yVet, 1950 (43 of 1950). the Election Commission of India, 
in consultation with the Cjovernment of Karnataka, hereby 
nominates Shri C. B, Nandeeshwnr, Addilional .Secretary to 
the Government, Department of Law and Parliamentary 
Affairs, as the Chief riectoral OfUccr for the Stale (rf Karna- 
taka with effect from 10th October, 1977 vice Shri D. Balano- 
palan jtranted leave. 

[No. 1 54, 'Karnataka/771 


»7o3n£> 3327- — Tmt jrftrfrtfsrff Wpffffm, 195u ( 1950^1 
43) rpt trFT Klip :?4tTm ( l) SKT TThmf JfT JRpT 

4rr% '4TttT vmfffT VTSispr rprim ifr TTRul' ff 

'4t ' inye'il'l, Virff ffTrc, ^91(49 ^ fflThT 

rrf^, wr rj-rip- (?^T9r MtOT ’[ff 

nxrfrffw fff?riTOT 'JffhOT fTrfPT, <0 ffPffff 

22 frwnrr, 1 977 A VETA Vtffhlff Tto 

srpT^tK, ^ riTPT 9T it«tm TW 't< VtftntTTtf 
% T9 ff iTT^fllTr TOT fn^ftpT 'pVTix ^ ( 

l,5 4/iffnsiif)7 7] 

S.O. 3327. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of Section I3A of the Representation of the People 
Act, 1950 (43 of 1950). the Election Commission, in consulta- 
tion with the Government of Mcshalaya, hereby nominates 
Shri V. Ramakrishnan, f.A.S., Special Sccretaiy lo the Govern- 
ment of Meghalaya, Personnel and Administrative Rcform.s 
(including staff Inspection Unit), Home, Political, Cabinet 
.^ffairs, Reorganisation and Election Departments as the Chief 
Electoral Officer for the Stale of Meghalaya with effect from 
the 22 jiiJ September, 1977 and until furlber orders vice 
Shri Peter G. B. I.yngdoh. 

INo. 154/lK,3rnnfnka/771 
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(3781) 



3782 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA ; OCTOBER 29, 1977/KARTlKA 7 , 1899 


[Part 11— Sec. 3(ii)] 

finrm) 


F?7>4t, 10 1977 

TToSTTo 3328. 'fl'T STRrPrftFir 1950 ( 1450 

<rT 43) ^ ’htt 13 T liF iJTtiRT (1) iRT irerr vrfrTnl vr 

ji7T>T IT, ^iiirrir 5f^ m vy^r 

^ snm'fTH TiTR^ ^ tVh %o 5m ^ mm 
isfl rriTo <£fmmT5, Wet wVt mm Jrtw ^ 

jpTiJmT''' Him 5175 «fl' HifiiT if whA *ir%?ff Bmnmw 

5 [^ frq- TTW t fmTr jjhh A ^ A 

TH5IVI irm WfilPT TTETIT t I 

[ro i5 4/fl’mTmm/77] 

New Delhi, the lOlh October, 1977 

S.O, 3328. — In exercise of Ihe powers conferred by sub- 
section (I) of Section 13A of the Representation of the People 
Act, 1950 (43 of 1930), the Election Commission of India, in 
consultation with the Administration of the Union Territory of 
Ariin.ichal Pradesh, hereby, nominates Shri J. M. Srivastava, 
Secretary, Law and Judicial of Aninachal Pradesh ns the 
Chief Electoral Officer for the Union Territory of Arunachal 
Pr.adc.sh with effect fiom the date he take.s over charge and 
until further orders vice Shri D. K. Das, 

[No. 154 /Aninachal ''77] 
V. NAGASUBRAMANIAN. Secy, 


Mtr, piinr arfr «irr<f 

(nnu fintm) 
lAftm 

5^ mpfr, n 197 7 

5tTosfIo 3329 . — imA rPT AW TRimT fAm, »Ftm) 

19.36 A fffim 6 A mpm, rrom srrftmA arm gw iff 
'smff (f Pp mm inftmff m wf mflptr mm Jfirr n-wAs’, 
e.s/fii ^ At, rg; f^rnff A Anml A ffnm 4 m 
f5^ A w jrnmr (AiAff) tt ttr mm nff firnFm 
% fm? wr^5H?r If I 

■jm mAtr At %w mm A m A A wrt A 
irft AA urnART if m m Atferr A wrftpr iPf A Ah| 
[tPT A xmrr AlA imnsrr fnA mA At fAw ta Att PtA 
unA' I 

[Ro rr<l!o 22 / 45 / 77 -mml 

3rn:o arT^Asm, imm mftwrff 
ministry of I, aw, JIISTICE & COMPANY AFFAIRS 
(Deptt. of .Iirtllce) 

NOTICE 

New Delhi, the lllh October, 1977 

S O. 3329. — Notice is heieby given by the Competent Autho- 
1 ity in pLirsiiancc of i ule 6 of the Notaries Rules, 1956, that 
application has been made to the said Authority, under rule 
4 of the said Rules, by Shri Manohar Lai Mehra, Advocate, 
65,61, New Rohtak Road, New Delhi for appointment os a 
Notary to practise in Delhi. 

2. Any objection to the appointment of the said person as 
a Notary may be submitted in writing to the undersigned 
within fourteen days of the publication of this Notice, 

[No, F, 22/45/77-Jus.] 
R. VASUDEVAN, Competent Authority. 


Tf ftmff . 1 3 19 7 7 

Iffo 5»T£> 3 3 30 — TTTFaTF n^ [AartfiTTtrA mFlTr ffSTT 
1964 (l964 fT 54) At HTn 26 At ^-tfRT 

{ 3 ) % ETiJEfrep A, Afifm HTTP" ci R o At55t 

A sTfAfirm % AAFfct (HAtjpm mm-rr Ao 5.97/70) 

A fTsmfrfrm At w t a g l Vi Tmff 1 

[i^to »Tc 2/1 2f7.5-TR2] 

Af,> ’ytrmtm, TT-mfim 

(Departnient of Company Affotra) 

New Delhi, the 131h October, 1977 

S.O. 3330.. — ^In pursuance of sub-section (3) of Section 26 
of the Monopolies and Restrictive Trade Practices Act, 1969 
(54 of 1969), the Central Government hereby notifies the 
cancellation of the Registrulion of \f/s, Kodak Ltd. under 
Ihe said -ket (Certificate of Registration No. 597/70). 

[F. No. 2/12/75-M. JT] 
C. KHUSHALDAS, Dy. Secy. 


tfimr *hnm 
(iitfinAt ^mm) 

nf fe*ft, 10 ffitgrr, 1977 

*To Wo 3331. — mrAm RT ferAtH mw jrfafmm, (ro 57 ) 
1459 At tjm 9 , gff wm ( 1 ) am itttt irfAmt tt jpfm 
vrA IT Ajrfti 'rtfit unt^jm mrr tffrrPr M rrerr TtrAt ^ 
ftmA l Aur fft fi n wfhrrfr i>ir — 

1 . >!tt froAto Atg, Ejff 0 Ato im® (AMfifijfr) etww 

2. TJo Ao At o vitm, •namiiH, AtTRI tTmtH dim 

3. mrAtn ifffAiAtH Amm, wmrm 5 T n |7 gtAfAfA "mm 

4. xm Rfwr, fAr AHTmT, mR fArmr t^t rnfATAt 

fA»mr A fArfAr jthtitk smm 

5 Arnffir HtfimAbr mp gAr xtte gfAg 

MiP nrAt fmm 

e. ^ gfwr, ETtfAiAt fAvim rRmErfAi 

TA ■m jrfAfA At pTHTfAfAnT sum AWAt fr wnttf 

1 . (ft) hA )97« 79 A AWm mprm frsm 'auAty ntferAm 
AFtm jTtT Jtmr fA? unA htA mmfA stft •friEimt 

At HmtA htA IwAt At Amr ’fmn Atr A^AtH 
u sT'i c A tm5T 81^6 ^mA Eio AAta* rpmtTT 
fAfij n9i tAJ tpftpr A Hi|if A firr dluim 
wntm At mwNT wn ; xftr 

(») nwNrn At Pm^T imtw A htT A mmttrr »rmt 1 

2 . 1978-79 ftp AAtfAl *PJ*tR AhR TTrA Rrm 1978-79 

A Pit w fArfAr w^mAt tn WTjn/TTwrr, 

19 78 A wm-rm rnTfram TTyrri 
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2. JtWtT ^ ?ro 1 % ^(wif) 

3 1 fiJJTiT'', 19 7 7 ^91 ^ 

=Tj 'J % iTW Ft) is 1978 ^ 9(^1 'T'Ft'ft I 

I). ^firFr 971 ij’T'tftit FibIt Fr^mr riVr; 'TTfwTi fwpr 

fTf’sr^nTTifm ’(tt^ 'j^t ^itjrr i 

[fjoT^o 1 20 1 l/2/77'Wf » T^TTo *rrf«] 
(rfFitr =^, 1J9 TTfFr? 


MINISTKY OF PLANNING 
(Department of Statistics) 

New Delhi, the lOtb October, 1977 

S.O. 3331.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (i) of Section 8 of the Indian Statistical Institute Act 
(No, 57) of 1959, the Central Government hereby constitutes 
a Conimiilee consislinfi of :— 

J, Shri P. C. Maihew, ICS (Retd.) Chairman 

2. Di. K. C. Seal. Adviser, PlanninB Commission 

Mcmbei 

3. .\ rcpicsentutivc of the Indirm Statistical Institute 

Member 

4. /\dditional Secretary, Ministry of Finance, Deptt. of 

Expenditure, and Financial Adviser to the Depart- 
ment of Statistics Member 

5. Director, Central Statistical Organisation and Ex- 

officio Additional Secretary, Department of Statistics. 

Member 

6. Deputy Secretary, Department of Statistics 

Member-Secretary 

and assign the following duties to the said Committee, 
namely : — 

1. (a) preparation and submission to the Central Govern- 

ment of statements showing programmes of work 
agreed to bo undertaken by the Indian Statistical 
Institute, Calcutta, during the year 1978-79 for which 
the Central Government may provide funds, as well 
as general financial estimates of such work ; and 

(b) the settlement on broad lines of the programme of 
work. 

2. review of the agreed programme of work and the 

financial estimates for 1978-79 at the time of for- 
mulation of the Revised Estimates for 1978-79. 
around October/November 1978. 

2. The Committee shall submit its main report (in terms 
of Item 1 above) by the 31st December 1977 and the review 
report (in terms of item 2 above) by the 15th November 1978. 

3. The Department of Statistics shall render the secretariat 
functions of the Committee, the headquarters of which will 
be at New Delhi. 

[No. M-12011/2/77-TSn 
HARISH CHANDRA, Dy. Secy. 


hnniT) 

(tiww tw) 

Tf ftHf, 2 ,S 19 77 
WR-irT: 

^tTojno 3332- — UWN, mU'-'Tn: wIV Rt UU , 1961 

(1961 TT 4,l) t) UFT 10 ^ TWTT (23->r) flTTT 


(5) OKT St^ UriWUl «FT tfUlrt >fn^r Jtr, “sTt nmH'li ^ StW 
‘fit 19 72-7 3 % fi?nT sfrr uTTr 

s|T MMlT'fi'J 1 1 

[TTo 17 22/911° 197 / 43/77 WT° ^Ist^-I] 

MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(DepUTtment of Revenue & Bunking) 

(Revenue Wing) 

New Delhi, the 14th April, 1977 
(INCOME-TAX) 

5.0, 3332.— In exercise of the powers conferred by c(ause (v) 
of sub-section (23C) of section 10 of the Income-tax Act, 
1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby notifies 
■‘Shri Shamlaii |Kshetra Trust, Shamlaji" for the purpose of 
the said section for and from assessment year 1972-73. 

[No. 1722/F. No. 197/43 /77-lT(AI)l 

3 0 19 7 7 

WToWto 33 3 3. — STTT-^ irfElFTqTT, 1961 
(1961 IT 43 ) ^ tlTTT 10 5 !) ^trm ( 2311 ) % ^ ( 5 ) 
STTf ttW yffiPTU) TT tpfPT 'FW Jtl, WTa) ST(h^4|0V jfo 13,S6 
'FTo TTo 197/28/76-WtI (tr-l)Ptn)flr 6 1976 Ff 

F -T4Tr »artFg u miftHT : — 

'‘Pwbrnr spl 1964-65” tlWf 5TO % WR 97 
“fFnriYn 1962-63” TO trYt: mr 9f I 

[ijo 1847/9iro»To 1 97/57/77-stTTo9fTe(f[-I)] 

CORRIGENDUM 
New Delhi, the 30th June, 1977 

5.0. 3333. — In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(v) of sub section (23C) of section 10 of Income tax Act, 
1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby amends 
its Notification No.l386 (F. No. 197/28/76-IT(AI) dated 6th 
July, 1976 as below : 

For the words “assessment ycar(s) 1964-65” 

Read “assessment year(s) 1962-63" 

[No. 1847/F. No, 197/57/77-lT(AI] 

6^ Pl?rI1r, 2 1 Tjmf, 19 77 

gtToJJTo 3 3 34. — FfRfbr TtTW, STTU-Srr tTfafFTW, 1961 
(1961 TT 43 ) am 10 ifr ^siKi ( 239 ) "6 aT( 5 ) 
ITTT 9t(TT itir«M9) 97 errin' TTTSf JTf fipfirTirT rjstFR 

stH (mmftq was Miwtitm) tprsfri; >6r fFramr 

94 1976-77 % [^ s(k Ft 1397 am v auWam wfEF^f^ 

fmft ^ I 

[ 7 ° 1885/97orto 197 / 31/77 tTTe^To (t[-I)] 

New Delhi, the 21st July, 1977 

S.O. 3334. — In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (v) 
of sub-section (23C) of section 10 of the Income-tax Act, 
1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby notifies 
“Student Christian Movement of India, Bangalore" for the 
purpo.se of the said section for and from the assessment 
ycarfs) 1976-77. 


[No. 1885 F. No. 197/31 /77-JT(AI)] 
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^tcWo 3335. SrfETfjTqTT, 1961 (l961 

^ 43 ) #£rnT lO^WJRT ( 23 ^) ( 5 ) gTTT 5K^ Wf^gRff 

sraVr gTTT nj, “isfr jnxTT git snTT % srcRm % 

f5nTf?ryt?3iT^ 1976-77%f^5mOT^%?rfeg1^^5T3t| I 

[?fo ISSe/TiTo^To 197/62/7 7-mo^o(lT.I)] 


S.O. 3335. — In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (\j 
of sub-section (23C) of section 10 of the Income-tax Act, 
1961, (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby notifies 
“Shri Sharada Pithmath. Dwarka” for the purpose of the said 
section for and from the assessment year(s) 1976-77. 

[No. 1886 F. No. 1 97/62 /77-IT(AI)] 
Tf 25 1977 

^ToSITo 3336. — tK9i|'< ^rTT-^ SrfaPlil'tl, 1961 (l961 
4rr 43 # STRT 10 # iJTSrrcr (23tT) % ( 5 ) !T?rr 

^rf^rPTl TT 5rtfpT 'titrl |Tr, “ 4 [cl I +m 1 94l4d 

TT dTT STTO % ^ 1975-76 

% fwtr gar OT ^ t 1 1 

[tfo isss/inoiio 1 97 / 9/77 ?rro^o(tr-i)] 


New Delhi, the 25th July, 1977 

S.O. 3336.— In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(v) of sub section (23C) of section 10 of the Income-tax Act, 
1961, (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby notifies 
"Baba Kali Kamliwala Panchayat Khetra, Rishikesh” for the 
purpose of the said section for and from the assessment year(s) 
1975-76. 

[No. 1888 F. No. 197/9/77-IT(Am 


.fitosno 3337. — %7?rtr rptwiR srfsrPm, i96i 

(1961 43 ) # aro 10 # WJTO ( 23tT) % ( S) STTT 

Tlfepfi ^ 5WPT ^17^ |tr, xthu 
5^ tram” ttm % spfFriff % f^tr fTaftw 

^ 1968-69 % ^fSTT ^ ^ h’ | | 

[tfo ISag/UNtTo 197/1 14/76-tITo glo (p-I)] 


.S.O. 3337. — In exercise of Ihe powers conferred by clause 
(V) of sub section (23C) of section 10 of the Incomo-tax Act, 
1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby notifies 
“The Church of South India Trust Association, Madras” for 
the purpose of the said section for and from the assessment 
year(s) 1968-69. 

[No. 1889 F. No. 197/1 14/76-lT(Al)J 


^pToSEfTo 3338. — KWT STPT-TK ^TfSTplTlt, 1961 (l96l 

spT 43 ) arn lo tI ( 23 rr) •% (v) 

grr STTPr t’T |t, "‘tt firs 441 ftm suf 

TrB sotn % 5r4K4T % fillT 4^ 1974-75 % 

ITTf 34 44 % ^ifa^fTcT I 1 

[4o 1 890/TTo To 1 97/ 1 72/76-?iro (U-I)] 


S.O. 3338. — In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(v) of sub section (23C) of section 10 of the Income-tax Act. 
1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby notifies 
"Siee Siddaganga Mutt, Tumkur Distt.” foi the purpose 
of the said section for and from the assessment yearts) 
1974-75. 


[No. 1890/F. No. 197/172/76.-lT(Al)] 


4f feoi), 29 TTTf, 1977 

WTo 3339. — %RI4 4TTIT?)T4TT TfSif-fiR 1961 (l961 
TT43) Ti arcr iotI STsrr-CT ( 234 ) % gvg (v) stti sitt 
stfrfiTt Ti TUFT |t7, ''s^l 3-4 TM ?4nft fafeU ' 

TTTIJtTT (fom 4?) 3x5 Um % 51414141 % fwu firaf- 

TOr TT 1971-72 % flTir 44T TO 44 T ?lpdt^4 4t<4r | I 

[To 1909/1110 To 197/l50/76-51To lo(lT.I)] 


iMcw ijeini, me zym .luly, 1977 

S.O. 3339.— In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 

the Income-tax Act. 

.‘c- 1961). the Central Government hereby notifies 

Sn D^arajaswami Devasthnam, Little Kanchipuram (Chin- 
gieput Dt.) for the purpose of the said section for and from 
Ihe assessment year(s) 1971-72. 

[No. 1909 /F. No. 197/150 /76-lTfA])] 


4f f3^r, 1 I TTfT, 


1977 


iTo !no 3340.~T?flir TrU-C TTT-grr 1961 

(19611143)11^171 to if TqHRl ( 23T) % igvg (v) 

^ ^ smiT 1T% IT, ‘'«fi Ifm ^rfetr^i ts, 

Tfel) (go lo)” gfr Tn URl % Tg'RTf % fppr jrafri TT 

1962-63 % ItT cMT 3T IT ^ Tfst^T Hcfl | | 

[To 1 922/110 To 197/24/76-RTo lo (cr-l)] 


iNew ueitii, me 11th August, 1977 

S.O. 3340.— In e.xercise of the powers confer! ed by clause 
\c\ 961 143 “°? t>i Action 10 of the In^me-tax 

1961); the Central Government hereby 
notifies Sn Sode Vadiraja Mutt, Udipi (S.K.)” for the 
19^63 section for and from the assessment year 


[No. 1922/F. No. 197/24/77-IT(AI)] 


iTo TTo 3341. — irglT TT1R TPT-IT Tfa fi p m , 1961 

(1961 IT 43) II ani 10 1) TT-im (231) 1 ^ (v) 
gFT 84x1 flEhTl n srifPl 11% |rr^ “Rjfl tS, Bfsif, 

gfen ITI 71 ’ It Txfi til 71 % Jiq nif % frrr frafn TT 19 62-63 
% fTtr TTl 3T gi % 17%) | I 

[To 1923/iroTo 197/l3/76-Tiro1o(tT.I)] 


S.O. 3341. — In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(v) of sub-section (23C) of Section 10 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies “Shri Shiroor Mutt, Udipi, South Kanara” for the 
purpose of the said section for and from the assessment 
>car 1962-63. 


[N0.1923/F. No. 197/13/77-IT(AI)] 


iTo Wto 3 3 42. — 1^1 TIITf TTg-IT TfalTTT, 1961 
(l961 IT 43) II TTO 10 ll TTaTTT ( 23T) % W (v) 
gRT tRT ifTiM IT TTTT 1<T |T, T'RPTTlflTTnf) 

TRglRT, TmTi” IT 3xE 9171 % TTrsiTf 1 fTCr frsrfTT 
1972-73 1 fTT =r«ir TT gT T 17ffl | I 

[To 1925/lToTo 1 97/ 1 46/7 6-TTo lo (tr-I)] 
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5.0, 3342. — In exerciie of the powecs conferred by clause 
|v) of sub-MCtion (230 of Section 10 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), Ihe Central Government hereby 
notilics "Anilmighu Dhandaynthapaniswnnii rhirukkod, 
Puhini” foi the purpose of the raid section for and irom the 
itssessmcnt year 1972-73, 

LNo- 1925/1“. No. 197/!46./76-n(AI)l 

I fltlTff, Hj7 7 

TTl' WI« 3343. — ntirTT 191U 

(1961 »FT 43) 3^1 Htn in <3 TIUITT (‘i.irt) k. J!r<rf (V) 
sm sreyr lafytitt'f iri nttVi "‘■ii ydra) 4dr*TT- 

Td friTfttdV'dfT ijyfi dm »t; SUT^ttfl if. 1^” f4b'tr’tT d'5 197 1-72 
fq-nr JTT Etv rf V.^l & I 

[di-i 1 9 3 S'/'?rr*’ de 1 97 / 1 ■!8/7i'-^lTe tpo (P 1 )J 

New Delhi, the 12lh /\ueust, 1977 

5.0. 3343. — In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(V) of sub-section (23C1 of the Section 10 of the Incomc- 
ta.\ Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Goveinmenl hereby 
nctific.s "Sri Subramaniaswamy Devasthanam Tim tani” foi 
the purpose of the said section for and from the asso-ssment 
year 1971-72. 

INo. 1928/F'. No. 197 T48/76-n'(AI)] 
f^'), '2U «’F-d, 197 7 

xtia 3344. — trt'trrt ^vx-^rr ^rfvjfrnrr, ipisi 

(1961 43) irm lo «(?( Tram ( 2317 ) % (V) 

?ttt ittryi dti sThm ipr "dwim dtr, 

dnram" Td :T?f: um % stfm't c firelm dd 1902-63 
% fsiTT rT«rr tnr HT d wfj’jfdd 

[iff 1 y39/'fiT'! do 1 97 / 36 / 77 -mo ^T(r.j)] 
t^o UTTdfr, dqr dfdT 

New Delhi, the 20th August, 1977 

S.O. 3344. — In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(V) of sub-section (23C) of Section JO of the Income-tax 
.\ct, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies 'Nathdwara Temple Board, Nalhdwnra’ for the 
purpose of the said section for and from the assessment 
year(s) 1942-63. 

[No. 1939/F, No. 1 97/36/77-IT(AI )1 
M. SHASTRI, Under Secy, 

( snfitu! vro fd»mT ) 

(iifitm wnr) 

fdrfl , 3 mtrjdA, 19 7 7 

ftTo We 3345. — 4Vprfl fqfdtrHd dfitburri mafi (1949 

TT in) ^ Hi 7,1 ,53 ^ did dfed UTdr .5 fi 5TTr ddd dfdtlj’f 

m dd)9 dmrr, drdftd ^ fdd.ifmr 

dt n=p^m nrr^ ^ fd7 TTifd; dfdfddd fr mn 1 1 ift 

TTUTn (ll % ddddj 1 dl^', 1977 ^ 39 dPdff, 

dT sp) tidfii ^ fhm, chsrd^ ^yfxm itfeq ddd H fdo, maUFfr 

dT dF|. d)d I 

[do rrtp 


1977/dn1% 7, 1B99 3785 

(IlepartliietU of Kconomk Affairs) 

(Banking Division) 

New Delhi, the 3id October, 1977 

8.0. 3345.— In exercise of the poweis conferred by Sec- 
lion 53 read with Section 56 of the Banking Regulation 
■Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), the Central Government, on the 
recommendation of the Reserve Bank of India, hereby 
declares that the provisions of sub-section (1) of Section 11 
of the said Act shall not apply to the Innispeta Co-operative 
Urban Bank Ltd,, Rajahmimdiy for a period from 1st 
March, 1977 to 28th February, 1978, 

INo. F, 8-3/77-AC] 

dllo 5lti> 3346." — dti*tn -I r fdfdddd dfdfddd, 19. 19 ( 1949 
3TT in) tTI -rm .53 d: did dftd iTTri 5 6 fm dTd dfflidt 
TT ddtd 47dT fu dopF dimd fdiid tdt dr| fddil'Nl 

d-r ndddTTd dtfdd dAdf ^ fdT IdddI ■dfttfddd dl UTd 1 1 dlt 
ddturr ( 1) % TTddJ 2 6 ^d, 1 9 74 ?r 2 3 dPtd^T, 19 78 ddt 
d?f ddfd % Idd Tl d'ddTd TiWTdtf^d ^ fd^', dFlt d'' did 
d;"t ?fd 1 

[do UTpp r.- 3 / 77 -Uo Tfl oj 

5.0. 3346.- -In exercise of the powers conferred by Sec- 
tion 5.3 read vvith Section 56 of the Banking Regulation 
/Vet. 1949 (10 of 1949), the Central Government, on the 
rccomnicndulion of the Reserve Bank of India, hereby 
declares that the provisions of sub-section ( 1 ) of Section 1 J 
of the said i\ct shall not apply to Shree Vardhaman Coope- 
rative Bank I.td., Bombay for the period from 28th June 
1974 to 28th Febmary, 1978, 

[No. F. 8-3/77-ACl 

dtf fijdfr, l.t stdijirc 197 7 

drt/.' WIO 3347 — irfd 'Jdfdd fd»fr(d ftthd idfslddd, 

1963 ( 1963 TT 10) qd am lo dr nn (n) am ddn 
dfdidf dTT difTd ddd ddflTT rrd^rr dirHiT ftdrm 

fddrd, ffd IddTf ddrdd % dfdd >4 t ito q'to tro 

ddd d) 'ifr dr# do dtd^, % PdR dr gdk 'idfad xflr 
fddd « fdt7id jp wd if drfdd airm I 1 

fdW ddlo 14-7.5/77 dp^ffp] 

dtp ddo dd yiWd 

New Delhi, the 13th October, 1977 

S.O. 3347. — In exercise of the powers conferred upon it 
by clause (c) of section 10 of the Agricultural Refinance & 
Development Corporation Act, 1963 (10 of 1963), the 
Central Government hereby nominates Shri K. P. A. Menon, 
Additional Secretary, Department of Rural Development, 
Ministry of .\gricui(ure and frrigation as a Director of the 
Agicultnrc Refinance and Development Corporation vice 
Shri 1. J. Naiclli. 

INo. F. U-75/77-AC1 
V, N. BHADUR, Dy. Secy, 

di ftmt, 5 1977 


dlTo 5110 3348. — ^-TTtjtdfrd ^ (ndptf ?lH TTTO) 

dbiidT, 197(3 eff ‘m 3 ^ ‘dtprm d, %df)d artf, Mrrnfd 
fnti^ ddT i); dTTtnf >f, urntf m frmT 7 dmrfr, 1974 dfl dmr 

m (iF. fm d-Tfidd (fpfqnr Idvird'i ^ dfa^/ddt dm udip 
9-4(49/7.3-dro tflo 1 — H % tfddd 33F tIF[ 3 TT UFV (d) 
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(t) i^) ^ 

% rtet tt 1977 % oir Ppt ^ 

STRTR 5 WR 1 980 flfr ^3*1 RRFR ^PTf 8 ’El 

W^ftr ^ TTT ^ VpTTiJnpf ^ ’TT # f=Ti=Tffrfil^ ®lrffF*l1' TT 
«PT7ft I : 

>0 ^ 


1. eptj.'Rosftoim^, 

5TS ^ TTI^fTTfl 

(jnmPTn't, ^TT>Rf ifrr 
'lOT PtRW TTITRfff 


etht 8 ^ ^unr (r) ^fr wjtt't 
R ^ WrWwt ^ 

^ RRtPrftRsr Sr ^ \ 


19, "itET <fiTOT, 


of the Lensons specilied in sub-clauses (d), (e) and (0 of 16c said 
clause 3 ; 

1 . Shri S.G. Shah, Executive Advi- Repie-sentinc the interest.s of 
ser to Credit Trust- — a consul- depositors of the said Bank- 
tancy organisation in .system.s in pursuance of sub-clause 
cost and management, 10, Mu- (d) of clause 3. 

kut, Bandra Courts, Swami 
Vivekananda Road, Bandra, 

Bombay-4000S0. 

2. Shri N.K. Halhiiu, Secrcutry, Representing the interests of 

Bhil Seva Mandal, Ainrit Adi- farmers— in pur.suancc of 

vast Society, Tal : Dohad, sub-clause (e) of clause 3. 
Distt; Panenmahals, (Gujarat). 

3. Kumari Prabha Shah, Chair- Rcpresenling the interests of 

man, Sohan Sahakaii Sangh, artisans— in pursuance of 

G-3, Sagar Mahal, 65, Walke- sub-clause (c) of clause 3, 
shwar Road, Bombay-400006. 


^tft^-JOOOSO. 

2. Vo JPJitTT, EtTn 3 (y)^% 

trf^tr, tw tfw, R jRivl V vT ttlaPrfsfr 

jSflJfT xilft^Rfl ffRrokr, ^ I 
dTT ; 

fjptT ; — (tpifTtr) 

3. ^.RTfr RRT WTR, ERtT 8 "ft ^avarct (r) ^ if 

ftrwprn’f v vi RftrPrfam 
, tfr^ Rsvrfr rr, ^ ftrS' i 

[vr-3, RPIT RTTR, 

6 5,arTt#tiqrfr?, 
igTsrf-aooone. 

4 . »4t f o tf" %<> RTf, artj 3 ^ armr (a') 'll 
tmflTrt: tjjtrr tfot tj^r 

Rttr v'lfr tps vfr 

5 1 , ttR o efr 0 

Vlt, 3rai-400028. 

5 . "it' trrrra'jrafT ertTr 3 ^ araitT ^ Sr 1 

atffPTtrfiT, 

tptrflsiTriRR (tfton) 

5V, 1 

6. aft^o tpfo TiRsfr, anr 3>^> aTRTTr (v) ^RtprcRR 

vrrtjYttrt:, 

tpl'P tTRo tTRo tr-tnTl 
tft¥ ‘fint'fl, 

tnFTatSrjtr, 

[flfi'etT, 

'Rt^-400001- 


4. Shri E.A.K. Faizullabhoy, In pursuance of sub-clause (f) 
Soh'cilor/Advocatc, Partner, of claii.se 3. 

MuHa and Mulla and Craigie 
Blunt and Caroe, 51-M.G. 

Road, Fori, Bombay-400023. 

5. Shri Narayan Das Mchtani, hi pursuance of sub-clause (f) 
Industrialist, Anafpee Products of clause 3. 

(India) Inc. Indore. 

6. Shri V.N. Raiji, Partner, M/s. In pursuance of sub-ciause (f) 
N.M. Rayi & Co., Chartered of clause 3. 

Accountants, Universal Insu- 
rance Building, Pherortshah 

Mehta Road, Bombay-400001. 

7. Dr. U.K. Srivastava, Associate In punsuanco of siib-citiusc (f) 
Professor, Indian Instituie of of clause 3. 

Management, Vastrapur, 

Ahraedabad-380015. 

(No. F,97/28/77-B.O.I) 


Rf fStofr, to RiFJRT, ]y77 

ftio Wto 3349. — tlt^lRltR ^ (RTTR RK !t^ RTTfR) 

ifnfRT, i970 V tspr? 3 % (r) % RifTtM if VRfitT 

t TtVK, RTrtfPT fTStt #V if TrtJm R, ttRRSTrT RRpftt; pRct 

jRt ft Ro ^fi'o ’tr ttrrar v Rp?r Wffv rt farfFs rto Rfrfr ff 

10 RRgRT', 1977 R RTr*'*r 9 tpt^, 1980 fr RRFirr 

gTr RPft 3 4^ ft R4ftr % fsTR ’iff ^To efro tiRsr 

RTipn- ip fart RrtRTR (^fiTR ffWR) ff ]3 Vrttff 1975 
fr RfU^rtRT RWTtfV 9/3/7 5-fr rT I ?r<T fvtTT RRT RT, 

% TRTR tt: tfRT vr Pt^ I 1 

[Jfo tr>t; 9/2 8/7 7-tfT Rt I] 
artrtR fh^, rt^rc rtf^ 

New Delhi, Ihe lOth October, 1977 


7. ?To %t> ssftrtRrtR, tJTrt 3 f) 3<rRra (rt) % RiJRTR if 
trrtfpThT sfr^RT, 
ffVRrt RIV 

Rtrt Rght(lt(ra-3fi001 .5 

[Ro t^o 9/28/77-f|o R>o I] 

New Delhi, the 5th October, 1977. 

S.O. 3348. — In pursuance of clause 3 of the Nationalised Banks 
(Management and Miscellaneous Provisions) Scheme, 1970, 
the (Tentral Government, after consultation with the Reserve 
Bank of India, hereby appoints the following persons as 
Directors of the Dena Bank for a period of three years com- 
mencing On the 5th day of October, 1977, and ending with the 
4th day of October, 1980 in the place of the Directors appoint^ 
under the notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Finance fOepartment of Banking) No. F. 9-4/49/73- 
B.O.l.-S, dated the 7th February, 1974, to represent the interests 


S.O. 3349. — In pursuance of sub-ciausc (c) of clause 3 of 
the Nationalised Banks (Management and Miscellaneous 
Provisions) Scheme, 1970, (he (fentral Governicnt, uf(cr 
consultation with (he Reserve Bank of India, hereby appoints 
Shri Jitendra A. Amin. Branch Manager, Dcna Hank, I. C, 
Road, Branch, Bangalore as a Director of the Dena Bank 
for a period of three years commencing on the 10th day 
of October, 1977 and ending with the 9lh day of October, 
1980 in the place of Shri K. V. Pai appointed under the 
Notification of the Government of India in the Ministiy of 
Finance (Department of Banking No. F. 9/3/75-BO. 1 dated 
the 18th February, 1975. 

[No. F. 9/38/ 77-BO, IJ 
UALDEV SINGH, It. Secy. 


Rf 7 RVJRT, 1977 

^tTo HTo 3350 . — PtPtRRR rTstPiRR, 1 949 (i949 

vr 10) vt srtTT ,5 3 iTtr JT^rt urffp/f vT sra'pr vvr 
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[■irnT 11 — alii)] ^ 2!i, iy77/^rTt'^ i, lesfl 


'tnsiK, ■srWlq’ Tr, TTiifl 

t 

(T) ^TljfWT TT !IKT 10 ffr (l) % «in 

(jt) % (i) ktIt (ii) ?T«ir um io<i ttokt (i) 

wl7 ( 4) ^ 2 5 1 9 7 8 ^rtET 

anp ^ TrrafTr^ wfim^Y 

% JiiTTftirfT mrimnnl'mT siV’; Tihrr 

HTT, artf'P ^rftff^m, lose 

( 1956 TT l) % ^pfT<t?T TaftlF?! J(7itrfiTin f, f^l^l k3^ <17: 
m14^ 

(«) TTfaf^m ^ >JT7T 19 Tlffrcl ( 3 ) % -HiatH 
2 5 TTTjm, 197 8 5TT ^ #71 TT, ITTI iJm ^aT^ST #71 

|i, OTCT lYT^ira ^ ififtaiTT TiainaTO anxTraiTi^Tra thi 
y'^nT i^TT aTrflTi^ 717171^^ 3rT77PTT15^717 711 f#! 7177*fr 

nfylaiin, 19 5 6 ( 1 9 5 6 TIT 1 ) ^1 tia#?! 77111^1 TiTpHUi !(. 

PITT y|17' ^7^ TT 9l#^y ^'■ 1*116 1-f FT^ ^7# 1 

[ao 1 5( 28)-#7o7flo 111/77] 
#0 vno aa'rtTTTJ-, *tT7 afVr 
New Delhi, the 7ih October, 1977 

S.O. 3350. — -In exercise of the prowers conferred by Scc.- 
tion 53 of the Banking Rcgnlation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), 
the Central Government, on the rccommeiiiJ.ation of Ihc 
Reserve Bank of India, hereby declares (a) that the pro- 
vision of sub-clauscs (i) and (ii) of clause (c) of sub-section 
(1) of section 10 and sub-scctions (2) and (4) of section lOB 
of the said Act shall not apply to (he Andhra Bank Ltd.. 

Hyderabad, tiplo 25th August, 1978, in so far as the said 

provisions prohibit its Chairman and Chief Executive Officer 
fiom being a director of the Andhra Pradesh Industrial and 
Technical Consultancy Organisation and Orrissa Industrial and 


I cchnical Consultancy Organisation beinc companies registered 
under the Companies Act, 1956 (1 of 1956) ; and 

(b) that the provisions of suh-sectioii (3) of section 19 
of the said Act shall not apply upto 25th August 1978 to 
the abovementioned bank in so far as the said provisions 
rohibit the said bank from holding shares in the Andhra 
radesh Industrial and Technical Consultancy Organisation 
and Orissa Industrial and Technical Consultancy Organisation 
being companies registered under the Companies Act, 1956 
(1 of 195^. 

[No. 15(28)-B.O. 111/77] 
M. B. USGAONKAR, Under Secy. 

Tf 1 2 TPT^, 19 7 7 

7tTi> Wto 3351.-107:^ ti’refrPPB fitTTO #7? wfttfHtHT 1964 
( 1964 >61 18) 4fr ST7T 6 5^1 ^tTTO (l) ift a'Jlf (t) # 

laT'k'J? ( 5 ) % ti^rroir if irttr sff 47o Tto 

5vr, 35, )rT5fV>f3f <TP#, iTiTTTm V7 12 414^, 1977 ^ ITTOfhT 
yTytTfhrr l4^i*i th PiSms' Hifbn "rvul ^ i 

[ifo tfip io( 69 ) 5 nfo qiBo 1/77] 

tr7o >f-o fr^ijiTr 

New Delhi, the 12th October, 1977 

S.O, 3351. — In pursuance of sub-clause (v) of clause (c) 
of sob-scclion (1) of section 6 of the Industrial Develop- 
ment Bank of India Act, 1964 (18 of 1964), the Central 
tiovcinment hereby nominates Shri B. K. Dutl, 35, Bally- 
gunge Park, Calcutta, as the direclor of the Industrial De- 
velopment Bank of India with eifect from the 12th October, 
1977. 

[No. F, 10(69) IF. 1/77] 
V. K. SHUNGLU, Director. 


mrf fla r tv 

RESERVE BANK OF INDIA 

>1^ 17^, 6 tPRJTT, 19 7 7 
New Delhi, the 6th October, 1977 

TftotBTa 3.1S2. — lTTv>fhT fni# srrdffm, 1934 % # fiPTtWT, 1977 ftRtT 9 Tff nil'll JP] »P7m; >1# 

S. 0 . 3352 . — An Account pursuant to the RESERVE BANK OF INDIA ACT, 19.34 for the week ended the 9th day of September, 1977 

T»I fTVTPT 

ISSUE DEPARTMENT 


LIABILITIES 

rar# 

Rs. 

nr# 

Rs. 

ttifiAai 

A.SSETS 

1)7# 

Rs. 

64# 

Rs, 

fVRPT if T>j JTT rftr 
Notc.s held in the Banking 



o't# ibt f’TTrrr iiVt ^Rett : — 
Gold Coin and Bullion 



Department . 

ITTTrTif 

23,67,78,000 


(TT) VTT77T if TWT JVT 
(a) Held in India 

187,80,46,000 


Notes in circulallon. . 

8032,91,48,000 


(n) URTT % Tl^ TTtT jJWT 
(b) Held outside India 



arrff f>(T# It# jvT TfS- 
Total notes ismed 


8056,59,26,000 

fT#8fl JTfT^ffPTt 

Foreign Securities 

Sift* 

Total . 

1271.73,97,000_ 

1459.54,43,000 




Rupee Com 


21,89,78.000 




»rp7t RTTtR iff imr srfirsjfiwt 

Governmeni of India Rupee 
Securities 


6575.15,05,000 




Sufi ftREFT ^ tfiT TiRrmoT 

Internal Bills of 

Exchange and other com- 
mercial piiper 


Total Liabililies 


8056,59.26.000 

TTfr^nri 

Total Assets 


8056,59,26,000 


fTTH 14frpTHrT, 197 7 TRo >rT#T 

Dated : the 14th day of September, 1977 M. NARSIMHAN, Governor, 
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0 ErTTST, 1 9 7 7 "Tt fclT ¥ I'f 'ITT ^ TK-fimr TTf ft^TTiT 

Slaf',.' Tiiul or the AtTiiis of the Reserve B.ink of IriMi-i, U inktiiK Tiepartinen 1 .is on the 9ih September, I ‘'77 


TTTTn 

LlABTl.lTli:S Ks. 


'iTff 

Capital P.tiil Up. 

'!,(M),00,00t) 

itrrrffiTT TtTj 

Reserve 1 unJ ...... 

1 .to.oo.oo.ooo 

TTt!^ yPr w<tr { Tp^TufftT JT9zr?r) TtTj 

N.itioptl Agicullui-.il CieJii (long h enn 
Operations) Fund ..... 

495.00,00,000 

tpi^tr fiftr ’JijTir ( fr-'^ ) Mn 

National Ag, ieultural ('rcdil (.Slabilisatii'ii) 
Fund ....... 

1 ()5,()().00,()00 

TiTijtir sFirfriT: ^11 (ffiqifrrTFi ftrfa 

National Industrial Credit (Long Term Opera- 
tions) 1 und ...... 

715,00,00,000 

URT Ttfiirtn ■ — 

Deposits :— 

{■(t) rrrrrT 
(a) Government 
(i) ^TrrrRtrr 

Central Governincnt 

78,S:.,50.0()0 

(ii) Tm’T'RTT 

.Slate Governments .... 

9,02.10,000 

(«) Vft 
(b) B.mks 

(i) *nj>Trf=^fT TrfTrstr % 

Seheduled Commereial B.inks . 

1412,12.94.000 

(li) nw rr^rff 

Sehejulecl State Co-oper.ativo Banks , 

.50,26,57,000 

(iii) Hr w^f‘'T)T Twr 

Non-Schedtiled State Co-operative 
Banks 

2,02,79.000 

(iv) 'ETR^T 

Other Hank; . . , . , 

1 ,94,20.000 

(tf) STR 

(c) Others , , , . , , 

1916,14,98.000 


Strict no7| 

ASSETS R.- 


TIT 

Notes ...... 

25,67,78.000 

TtT frpm 

Rupee Coin ..... 

5,^4,000 

'5R:rfR«f4-;r 

Small Coin ...... 

5.72,000 

tSTt jf stVt tr? 

Bilks Purchased and Discounted — 

(t) ^ 

(a) Internal ...... 

125,04.52.000 

('9) 

(b) Evtcrnal ...... 


(t) Tr'PFf WnOTT frr 

(e) G rvernnient Treasury Bills . 

555,9I.S!,00() 

Fpnro R Tiar sprm 

Balances Held Abroad .... 

195 I, .(5.54.000 

fTsilT 

Investments ...... 

642.20.67,000 

: — 

Loans and Advance to : — 

(i) TT 

Central Government 


(ii) VT?tt *lTTt,ITf Jffi 

State Governments , . , , 

205,06.99,000 

’ipr srVr wfwp ■ — 

Loans and ,Advanee.s to : — 

(') 57^#^ t'FT Ttr 

.Scheduled Commercial Banks . 

249,94,56,000 

(ii) TfFT jps'fTPT kO 

•Stale Co-opcr.ativc Banks 

505,03,16,000 

(iii) 

Othcr.s ...... 

1,52,00,000 

Tp:^ jrftr ( ifftf trr'lTr ) Wr 

VI. 5TfinT ("rtw 

Loans, Advances and Investments fiom N.i- 
tional Agricultural Cicdit (Long Icim 
Operations) Fund ..... 

i’p) — 

(a) Loans and Advances to ; — 

( i ) * 1 Jn n sn. 1 7l 

State Governments . 

98,24,98,000 

(ii) TFR iri 

Slate Ca-op.Tative Banks 

14,70.41,000 

(iii) ifttjfBt tffl Tit 

Central Land Moi lgage Banks . 


(iv) ?rlTT ipti^sT P ttr 

Agricultural Refinance and Develop- 
ment Corpor.ation .... 

171,60,00.000 

(»t) WAt) # 

(b) Investment in Central Land Mortgage 
Bank Debentures .... 

8,02,1 1,000 
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['<Tr'T Il-'.'jn’! 


'flTTsr w 2!:), 1977/17^^ T, 1899 


^ITfTTTf TTir^Vn 

LIABILITIES Rs. ASSETS Rs. 

iiT 

Bills ILiyable 
Otlici' Liiihilili^s 

TT31T firoTV tr'T qft ’(T’! '(At ttAtt 

Loans and Advances to State Co-operative 

Banks 127,76,36,000 

TlrfhT(A^3fil+-’lEnT st^qT) 

Wtt A 'qjiT, dftl'tT tAt f^TT 
Loans, Advances and Investments from Na- 
tiomil Indiisti ial Credit (Long Term Opera- 
tions) Fund ...... 

(t) fVTTrrt’E’Pt'qm dAidftiiT 

(a) Loans and Advances to the Development 

Bank. 531,01,39,000 

(>i) fr am ' wtA W (rtt'f/MAn it fnATT 

(b) Investment in bonds/debenturcs issued 
by the Development Bank ... 

(mdiATcrt 

Other Asrets 935,76,58,000 


w ( AiqflqnTir ) thfa- ^ (At 

183.03.32.000 (ffinT 

Loans and Advances from National Agricul- 

557.64.32.000 tural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 




Rupees . 5721,05.72,000 


farAp : 1 4 fOTHT, 19 7 7 

D,ited the 14th day of September, 1977 


TTt) 

Rupee.? . . 5721,05,72,000 

[No. 10/2/77-B.O.1.] 
tiTfo jptAr: 

M. NARASIMHAN, Governor 


qtTomo 3353. — 1934 ^ n^Rmt it ArTRIT, 1977 % fipltP 16 'PT’TtnRT R'nm % fiTt( PPST 
S.0.33S3, — An Account puisuant to the RESERVE BANK OF INDIA ACT, 1934 for the week ended the lf4h day of Sep- 
tember, 1977, 

^irffttrit 

ISSUE DEPARTMENT 

TiTTht TiT^ STlfF?T«rt pqt 

LIABILITIES Rs. Rs, ASSETS Rs, Rs. 


ttw fT'flTT ir T)S jn 

Notes held in the Banking 
Department . 

7,22,26,000 

tAA Trr frtifTr (At ^fsthT : — 
Gold Coin and Bullion 
(«p) •hmt it njr jxn 


(mriiifte 


(a) Held in India 

187,80,46,000 

Not:? in circulation . 

8089,17,93,000 

(^) (TtTT % TljtT Tir 5(fr 


TtA AfA qq fTT Tte 

Total notes issued 

8096,40,19,000 

(b) Held outside India 

Foreign Securities 

1271,73,97,000 


Total .... 1459,54,43,000 

Rupee Coin . . 21,70,77,000 

Government of India Rupee 

Securities . . 6615,14,99,000 

(mft frfipPT (At tht mfirnr-Ts 
Internal Bills of Exchange 
and other commercial 
paper .... 


f!T ^iRTTti 
Total Liabilities 

; 2 1 ftprlTT, 19 7 7 

Dated the 2l3t day of September, 1977 
9701/77 


xtifetarii 

8096,40,19,000 Total Assets , . . 80 96,40, 19.000 

3tiTo nqrrrr gr ttAt 
R. K. HAZARI, Dy. Governor. 
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lefR’fluK., 1 97 7 ^ '^1 % t'frr’T f!Tx?pr ^ wfWrw 

Statofflont of the Affairs of tho Reserve Bank of India, Banking Department as on the 1 6th September, 1 077 


LIABILITIES 


Rs. 


RtffTTt 

ASSETS 


Rs, 


^T.rr f 4t 

Capital Paid Up . , . . . 

5,00,00,000 

^rnfsTT Rrlfi 

Reserve Fund ...... 

150,00,00,000 

TTsflR srfr (4t^4tmtTir!piT) RfTtr 

National Agricultural Credit (Long Term) 
Operations) Fund 

49.5,00.00,(X)0 

7T5fRr?rrti^ (ffsrfNtrir) Rrfg’ 

National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) 
Fund , . 

163,00,00,000 

«?IirtRDr ^<4 (TtBfrrRfRrspRRr) Rrft' 
National Industrial Credit (Long Term Opera- 
tions) Fund . , , , . 

715,00,00,000 

enn TlftlRt ; — 

Deposits ; — 

(4r) RTITft 
(a) Government 
(i) %^3rt3rn: 

Central Government 

141,25,24,000 

(ii) TDTtrwrf 

State Governments .... 

10,34,63,000 

(«) % 

(b) Banks 

( i ) ii'j^Rn 4ipii'n ^"4? 

Scheduled Commercial Banks . 

1466,88,77,000 

(ii) TRq- R^4nfr ffr 

Scheduled State Co-operative Banks , 

2.9,85,81,000 

(iii) wyiRrd xm Ry4tT<l % 

Non-Scheduled State Co-operative 
Banks 

1,97,17,000 

(iv) 

Other Banks ..... 

1,20,36,000 

( 4 ) WR 

(c) Others 

1937,43.18,000 


Notes 7,22,76,000 

>frr r?TT!RT 

Rupee Coin ...... 3,56,000 

Small Coin 3.90,000 

tffTtit wIt 'anltl rRf 

Bills Purchased and Discounted 

(>p) 

fa) Interna) ...... 122,67,89,000 

(^) fWl 

fb) External ...... 

(T) RT<(trft tJHIdT f^tT 

(c) Government Treasury Bills . 467,09,06,000 

fiftiirTf t TtjT ?RT SBWr 

Balances Held Abroad .... 1993,16,44,000 

M»T 

Investments ...... 504,63,23,000 


SUIT ttV. 'ttfini ; — 

Loans and Advances to : — 

(i) 

Central Government 

(ii) TTStr iTTWTf *fit 

State Governments .... 

^ sftr RftBT : — 

Loans and Advances to ; — 

(i) 4TfiiTTT #4?t "D 
Scheduled Commercial Banks . 

( ii ) THT n^AilIV 4tl 

State Co-operative Banks 

(iii) jfrdiit 

Others ...... 

T p vj t a frft- ^ (^t«!4rr!fhT jbi^) Mn rl 
^«r, wfiET rIt 

Loans, Advances and Investments from Na- 
tional Agricultural Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund , . , . . 

{%) rVk 3lfilTT ; — 

(a) Loans and Advances to ; — 

(i) Tfjjf >pI 

State Governments , , . . 

(it) I A 4’4>'I 4it 

State Co-operative Banks 

(iii) 4ft 

Central Land Mortgage Banks . 

(iv) ^ ir>t PwR Rm >T> 

Agricultural Refinance and Develop- 
ment Coi-poration . , . , 

( ST ) '];fR5iRr4t Wf ^ R’ Ri^ ur 

(b) Investment in Central Land Mortgage 
Bank Debentures .... 


217,24,43,000 


3.58.31.69.000 

318.34.12.000 
2,80,00.000 


98.24.98.000 

14.72.76.000 


171,60,00,000 


8,02,11, 000 j 
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UABTLITIBS 


Rs. 


WfffPlt 

ASSETS 



^ !T 

Bills Payable 177,59,48,000 

Other Liabilities 567,62,72,000 


Rupees . . 5864,19,56,000 

; 2 1 fh^THT, 19 7 7 

Dated the 21st day of Sept., 1977. 


ftft (fttRlWi) fTftr ^ ^flT 
^ffiPT 

Loans and Advances from National Agri- 
culUii al Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 
^ tflt; wftnr 

Loans and Advances to State Co-operative 

Btmks 127,12,31,000 

wk'rfTO tlTT (iWTRfttf Prftl % 

Loans, Advances and Investments from 
National Industrial Credit (Long Term 

Operations) Fund 

(41) f^mtr tY wVt: srftnr 

(a) Loans and Advances to the Development 

Bank 531,4.5,89,000 

(<s) fwnt ^47 sm titiY nil ir 

(b) Investment in bonds/dobentures issued 

by the Development Bank . , . 

wrJTsnfttPTt 

Other Assets ...... 921,44,82,000 

Rupees . . 5864,19,56,000 

«o rnrtt; snxo ^0 
R.K. HAZARI, Dy. Governor 
[No. 10/2/77-B.O.L] 
^0 To tplTfTilT, stg'fTTn itfa^iUY 
L. R, KATARIA, Section Officer 


6 1977 

Tio <no 3.354.— Yr-7fBr irr^riTi^rtrsrfErPm, i938 {i938 

4tr 4) 4trurrr 2-5r ym irw wfrwf 4rr tfr mr* 

47o HjfrspT TT '-ff n5o if PWpT 47 PrtfSRr, ^iRr 

4rrrfr ^ I 

[rjo 1 0 0 / 9 / 7 7-^riTT 4 ] 

To 40 )5T44t34n:, W4T 

New Delhi, the 6th October, 1977 

S.O. 3354. — ^In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
2B o£ the Insurance Act, 1938 (4 of 1938), the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby appoints Shri R. K. Mahajan to be the 
Controller of Insurance vice Shri S. Subramanlan. 

[No. 100/9/77-Ins. IV] 
R, D. KHANWALKAR, Under Secy. 

^j^Yt 4tT 'mfrm ; lirroYr 

StraYr, 2 3 7^4, 1977 

TlTo Wo 3355. — if, fSrrto nrfo VpfT, rRlFraY OTTN 

j[H7, ^rmYr, %rj)3T tjpur frnprmtfY 1944 % Pm 5 

Yr srtfpr ijsiif PtfifT wpwf smYr 4n:& 


STCT 75PTT4 «pRftT ^ 4tY, ^-ifpl 

SJK 4 : PWTtPtT^ 1944 % Pm 200 ( 3 ) % 3f«fpT TJi# irfEmT 
^ if 333% 4TPr, hib'YY ^iftpi^ rrt 4iY bY^ itY 
rrm^^YrirfYOTT "FYtpfm 'rt% % Ppi jnfhSTt wt f, rrt 
WT Jjw 50,0 0 0 tSo ^ Slfan: T ^ I 

[5rfa^'!rTT flo 4 / 77 ] 

WT3.0 1^40 'fJ’RTL ’KhljJdY 

OFFICE OF THE COLLECTOR OF CENTRAI. EXCISE, 
BANGALORE 

Bangalore, the 23rd June, 1977 
Central Excise 

S.O. 3355, — In exercise of the powers vested in me under 
Rule 5 of the Central Excise, Rules 1944, I, R, N. Shukla, 
Collector of Central Excise, Bangalore hereby authorise 
the Deputy Collector of Central Excise, Mangalore to exer- 
cise the powers of Collector under Rule 206 (3) of the Cent- 
ral Excise Rules, 1944 in regard to release of seized goods 
in cases where the value thereof does not exceed Rs. 50,000 
turning under his jurisdiction. 

[Notification No, 4/77) 
R. N. SHUKLA, Collector. 
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w*TT^^rnit wiTjfrt ifuitfra, 

29«P»^, 1976 

^iTo aiTo 335 6-%'ift'T ^J?Tm fiT'?'‘TTTfflr, 19 44 ^ f^TW 1 .S wVt 1 6 T fsTfiT '0'?5'F % sfTT H'll'T IT, 

T’njTTj wrtr^Err >114714 f ^ fW 4 Jr firsf Try! «rfiwrr Jf ^ ^ ttsOt fTTr Pn^ w irir wTf if 

fffJTT % RfiT 5 Jf f^PTf^i ifPiT ft w^fiPTi !>, ’ottT fT'TT Jiff w-T^Tt % fiT^T 6 T TTSF if m<^r T Ptutt TT 

wfTfiTr in=in^ % ttit Jftof Tm lif «ffwr 414:% ^ irrT'W'fiTf T^jitjff 1 

2. ffT^fq- 13WKT IJW Pmrrifr, 1944 % fwir 15 ilffT 16 ip SidfT jf ^ igrrt W fHWTT Ta iTTJTjr TI 'TPr Tijf 

^1 

3 , "STrlTl if ffuRTT TT ITKlffT ^ TETT TE HTJ Tiff IPff iff KlTTTrPr^ flTKliT JTtfr TT SIT TTTTT 

STT PRK TUiT |f I 

4 OTT W Ti: rnff j5f »i4ff nrff ?rFH^imff ^rff t 1 

tfTsffiT j?rmT ![?47 fimTTW, 1 944 ^ PriR 1 5 >ifk 1 6 % wsffT ^ ft? airr ttJt !^!r 
T’^fR srwnffiT I J ^4114(1 

’^iJT srinT "fir tit Tj ifir Tiir ftT TtR Tfir nf,? wfT 4 if iTi=!fTT "rf 

farfirf^ trrtrsTTR- 
fSwf if irrar sfr mr^ 
vFajiiTiT ■mmjiTT 
tff<r fit ffafTT »^*T 4 if 
fjnr T4 TTi firPrl^ej 
WTTWT (itTrFEmfTT 

IJo Wo l^W^Wo 

PTWfnwwt Wo ^0 Pto 
44 44^:fwTif 

Pnrw 1 5 % 16 ^ wtffw 
wsffw fjwr Pm tfmwr 

WtWWT pfl^ fwT fWHT 
fit fTfTTT ^ I 
^TPT^ VT 

WTFTTI 1 
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1 2 

STvtpfur 1 1 1 

1- n7+rfn 
ITI, |i(TWTC 


?. fT^Tfryr ^ itrrtr'mt 
tar 


vrr»^ ^T Tnrr^ ■. ^TTjin' 2 h. 1477%tI^'17 i, iKtig 


\ 


>j 4^5 srj^iT 


; — JT'^'rTfT 

Tr^TT^'t t:i!7T^'TT, TTr^T,-!!-, TfrlTraR, tr-^r- 

TT^, ttf-v, frrfeT'T, 

^ WtT^pr Tlffr iiT^ 1 

^4ts fTJTipT ^ Fiir^ ir'*ft ^TT^r i 

^rr'3'fm i?TTTTT«ff, 

wiifii|;, ^fitrrar, urrhriR^'ii, JrrtmJT, 

Jttnirrfl, ^r^rTT^, iiTir'Tr, 

^TrTffm f^prSfr % ^rmT«ft ■ft jf'ft JTt?r i 

firtfcrnTfw 'ti[h'tk', fTn- 

■M-JT^TTCT, !srm7rT^, f^’PTT f^TiyTT, ifflT 

’ifr;F7Tr,far<rT''3' ■ftt, twS, 

K1JT ^ip; ftPPF ■ — T^Hf n ^iirt ^ 

sYt ifp; »r4r w i 

'F f'T'T'Tr ^<i'T 

firlVimT fFTSFt W f'TfT^TJr ^T ^tSifTT: >T'<ft 

’TPT I 

— qjiTfTfirfT, ^frnr, 7n<fT5-j^- 

’ittr, ’TT'W, 'iTHTTJT, ^'YfiTiT 

;nrnr, Pst:% >t fr^rr ’mif ¥I j^Tt ^ i 

? < iMl * f4)'."til W WTIttW hV, *J’TT'^'4f f'FW' % 

^Pn'lij'ii, 'if’rr’iT'Tf, fTFFT'TWr 

im, q-pTpT, wf'mFr irfk irimfr 
% fq-fijpF'q, qr4^fTrr, 

jfTT, ^ttfr^R^TR, f<iiTFr ^Fr i^q’N'qr- 

JTFfT I 


fqp’qi'r — oPk^tt^, ^ 

jrf'TTTSTI. ?fR^7r^q7.sfV, n^To fq-IlCT, JTTFTTiTFT^^fr 

q#r, =if^i'jt»T, qrif^T:, 

Jrq^rt'T^^Tf, »rrF>pn’TrqTT*r, f+jriM^, 'ffVtn- 

qpft, =q'F'WTf?ft, 'TP W, 

^HTJT-IT, >fTm, WTSFtTT, 

jFiinaff, Tmqrr, wjjt, 
i(TPfTT3fTFft, Tfpjr, farlrfptTPT, ?TqT- 

qraff, Tri'fPTt, fpnV^rrirssfl, TFiprarTm', f^ar- 

M'’'i). '^IriH'fl, ll'-^ '1111^1 OT^FTT^iTt, 

iraiTR'i a^wtFrV, SI fsrqiriMT, 

tliqiaiMwl, M'Km ajTjnTj ^FTafluSi, 

'ti'd^riM', qaT^T, I 

t'TP.'FPJil ^TF^F : — r'-P^-ft', ?ft'(im5, 
f^fsiFTT, aTR-^'F^-fl’, snjTIPftl 

irtffTp^PT?^ Pkpft : — ^rpfwfl, ^feqp^r 

7^, Iwr'qrFqfa', % >nf^jn%- 

qFsfr fqri% % iryFTT, fq?!'- 

ifnr FTsff Tt WW7T jTsft Tjj^ I 


PTrrh- 
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;) 4 


^ sTJTT *flT: ^ tffr 

TrorpTO fT? t^'pr- 

T^iTTrr, Iio^l'lcifr, ’TTrt 

jmnpTFTr wE- «fh>: 5 tpt8=(^ 

^TTTiTrnT, fjrf^jrtr^n, sf^Tnp', 

7|t^Tir, *rr JTvfr titt i 
■rinTP’lRT fTT'J^ 'FT T]TT4/>? fqTRTT jfr^TTOTft, TfRT- 
'T^rt, TT'rrfYqS, I5'''II'TMIJT, T^'FT^THTTpT, fTtuTTW, 

irf^JTfr, ■TlfT'Tni^ : mrsW^T, TfRrJRWre, 

TW'TtJT. ■’T^r^T'RT, ^^■H'T+fjT, HT^fT^, iJ'IIT'tll, 

■’.T^PTFfl I 


^^TfT, -TfTT'TrTT, StCTcTT, 

TnTFi'iRT TrT ttf Trm^rrji- ^ fPTTfjJT- 

'Jttt^'tt 'FT tsttttf irrq-i 


^'llT'TMf, jffiljrq, NiFlEffuTr, 

t'TiTI, pF'-qr^'q, flir'fi/, Ti h h i TK^tiH 


wTPiTr iisrrfwi, srwfNrsr, 'RjRrrrwfl', 

Wfl, TT^FTT, H^Zl, qTTRrpTTT ^TT 

ftfiTTfr ^ Tt TiT!^ Tnfr nN i 

^r f'^nTWi* fqrF'FT '. — JfroTFT^t, 
JTFFTJW, flTTlT, Tt'WT^nr, •TTTTPrft, 

'«r' friRJT, H+iT4iJ'fr, mqrTTTTT, st^fTTr, ^'pFT- 
qwl-, ^^Prft, tRrfiTipJ, 'Tft'T^r-f- 

JT, qi^'ii'jtJi'iH, Rrir^^, ’^Ti' 

Tl'll cinH*h % <. ^ 

>rN f^sRt ^ i5iTfjRTi?TT, 


trmrwl, 7rT«n:w, srtfsr- 
FiKT,'TTPmfIi TrnT*!!, RnpfWMrri 


TJTTrr^S PfiTTH- : — rfr>THTfit^, 5Tf¥rWTHT, f^TTEnmT, 
whtwI', PrjrrpTT, 'fhTFnxrrn#, 
qrmm, jqMI, 
?fR:TTrT'roj, >TWf^, ^imnT^JT, Pthih- 

'R?#, jirnTT, ^3f??T=?IT ^fTJTfr, >|'«R^, ^'NTJT, 
flfo, ^^^qTiRTT, ^’TrjRT I 

Tlirom ^nrjqr % Tq^rro ^ f^- 

iffpm, ^s^m, wuiT^TRT^, ^qrsT, ^'qr^TTr 

qqT»i, wIt: hiNhiitW q?r BflTf^iT 

*T'tft ’TEt I 


qitem fqT^^ : — Prrt^^, qr^r^, ttrt, ^TW?n- 
>4^, JTTTTRtf, r«rnnf<q, j'mFTTqrr, ^rrlPmr, 

fFTTrof, I 

^rmtm frr^ % nnsiJii'n fqr^ % W'nqr'ff 
^RmFfl, qfwr^ 

qfr wr?qR TT«(t ^rk i 

■jfto TmrT^r hr^rr: — ^qto siq^riir^fr, ^nir-rgr, 
qtrqFTl, ttwri^t:, ^kq'TTrfl, 2 ’To ^Wn- 
q^rfr, qiViq(i4f'il, ^Iri, 'TtTcftPrnff, 
jk'TfFrjOT, qniqvi i 

qTTfq>RT fTT^ % 3fio ^YPRFiY ftfpk; % ^'mnw2. 
Trtr Frrtf'TqmTFTT, immafr qkf 

®rsqR ’ik I 


[Part IT— Sec, 3(ii^ 



11 — 73TIJ 3(ii)] ^ Tnm ■ 39, 1977 /ttPT'P 7, 19yy 3795 



«rrt^w=m^, 

^KHTTf^rt, ^RT'HT^WRII, ^Tr^MfiTRW^, ’PTitWfr, 


int^rrij, »t'HWM3', qwn^, 

^TTJTtJf, ffiTo t’^rsff'T^'fr, JTrf^^rrTTjr, 

^irnnw#V>m, i 

fTT"p^ t, fip% % Trjy:, TPi^T fTM^ifr jtiT, 
fsr^riRtn:*^, w^Mf'TF-O ’CT 

’3tT^7T I 

=Trarjfpr?T ftfr^r • — ^TTl'TmTfnF’', TfnTP-HKfTT, f?9^- 

w«TT<rtiT, sr^nmi;, ^r^rprji;, ^T^Tr- 

*Fr«m^, ^rKrt- 

^>T, ?fTT^95, STOTrTftiTCT, ^TT»i;, ^^TTTT I 
?TrW V ’PT^ % WPTPTFfr, 

^t'PTTJJ, 'ni^l'mf, f'TfHTwft ^ 

PTtfr ^ I 

■IK^iiTWl ftTW UirqTOl, trf^qTffTT f^ 

jttFt, h’<i, ^rT%c'T?tfV, fYtjHMiPrfT, ^rrfw^TTTP^t, 
iTo 'TtYtoCT.'TiTo 'ft'TJTpn^, I 

'll <.5i'1t^'fl PjrrS* ^ ^TISfTZ', ''i'H 6*ihc"ii3, 

TWPTT Vt ^Tffv I 

:i. i T «P i y 7i spiTPik TTHt^PT- III pT ^ ^ ^ff^ ^ f T^ fiTirf'T>Tyr pp^ipr: — (f^rdijiT m^) TvirriFTm- 0,12 finftrogro 

'fiT^S'T ^ JTFf 

srrTT'TFT fVi<«(i % mqif'i'i'iiH'^'Jil, 

^Pnrt^rm, 2^- 

!jt<i<-'inji»T, ®Ypft Jfvfr 

’TtiT I 

MYTTPHTYr %<:% <Pr jj ' Kmi<9y'H> at yR 
irfir I 

^rmTTOTr, aHTiftT^, ^r Hirf T ff i^ ' T^g ft , 
fTT^-. — 

I — 'd'lM^;, 'PTf^'TT^ I 

fff^TTR PR*PI: — ^ RR pR% *r f^fT 012 ^TK 60 feoVlo 

*!*<«, ir JTTOTipiT % 

'sYfsRi 

■: iToHoifiTo BfRi*K?7r kAt: o. uniR ootVoino 

'sFtr t(^^, Jrsnr, ijfmiwii- 

jRT, 'j,"SPimw3, jfVt YstPit 

sftr YfiiftrjYl pfyr r^^<, 

<,^'ll'HMl^9i •fRITRT, fYYTfft, ^ 

, ^TT^^yY^^TT, YTUYRT^ Tt uYyyr 

JltT I 

S. IRTRfY ii^TITtoYT fllRPT: — aftYYW<rtft, RTfcTq^Pff 0,12 OoftlolTro 

ftR% T> ®twt Trt^ I TOMPlc^ 

*i fills':! IMP^ yY ^YYR O'f'l I 

irVfl?r, Y>RTR^, irairV, mutton 

YCTiRT, 'ITT 'rfrr, 

Tt WlYHiT ^ iltB I 

t'R'TTT'. — 'bid'll tij YRTTYTT, 

^ T^TTY <pY lfr?<h< Tr»ft TTtY 1 

PRY>T TT^: — JRftrnfiTfY’lTTY'TOfF, WtiK*!^ 

TTi^tTltn 
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(>. iruiWT 


7. >T3f7tf7>r 

8. irrhiT 




rr^yrr tTf 


C) 


fwt'j'ff f?.fTr — ^s'f'IY, tmi'-lE'Il, 

'ffWnrPTvfr, 'pVqn , rrt'T, < 
jrriEKfl, t^T3rWV, TflTfentJ'. tfTr, 

^Rniiw, iqmsrr i5r?'F7‘ 

R'4t w I 

jf f'E’-ifn- — jfrnfT, «T#Tfsfl, ^'tT^JTFmnTraTiT i 
fTRl 4(^) qPTffpTT fipV % ■qf'fVT 

5 fr?l I 

JTRPT qr-jF (jTfTqirr’n: 1^% rfTW 
^•i^iqK fifA "FT 

"TfT^'aTT 4 Tir FiTftTTTTFrr rPt "Ft ^nrrfirqdHJf qr^, 

ttttft t^mrq qfrqrr fTj77% % 

^,qTTFPTt 

"FT ^V£«trr. JTtTFfT 

1 

f^"FW? Fuffpr TFfrRTfrrff, ^TTT, fFRJT- 

(fqTTTrTTnTfsft-, ^?i|fro^r wIt tr% 57 TTI <fI Btr^rr 
qRT"T fq<F<r«»i<5 Of Til T I f^FTTTj 

EWTPcr BTt^ TTtTFT ^iTT t^ET"Fr, ?PF'4f"ft, ?fr«tT- 
lpTFTT,^'!Tf^ qVrTH^' r*IFHTqiT, frnTJrr 
TTr, q I'TiRiiH **i, >Ft rttett fqrTTrr 1 


imiRiTT ipnrfTO, wttrtt 


I. ^r^Ff q^fliFFr siTTrntq 

Tfoiq fTf?l qf)' 

Tfqtq' "FT fqrr^r, ^fiThT Pftiw, ^Pi^h 

imWq 

wfwTTiTt 

ftrw, f^cqir, tTit Pivm, '^rryi: 


tir 

fqiTqiT 'ii^io3F?r f3r% "ft 



TrwrTTTfFftfi-^ri 

2 . inrHir 

TTprrrnTT^ 

RTTEfT ;iTpr fftTW TfET, aT^Tfr, ’^TFrari, V^TTTTr.q 



sH tETTIs ftvTTT 1 

ft, JT«T>TfT: 


TTREff TT^^TRre ITI^ 

4. 

Qi 

TTPiPFtVTT wk J'^rnTf?- PtiTIFT 

5- 


riT'^BF ^ Tfor f'l q9.Ti wYt Tprl Pt>7% 

6- 


TTF^^ Ti 1 s 1 ^ "1 M PF'^ 1 TTIfll^r^q TT 



Pt)"ftii 1 

7 . 


RTiyil f^.Fi Pir*nT PTHPirflaq qlq httPht 1 1 


0 I 2 ^ F(^ f^t^TTT'" 


0,12 Fin: eoft)oi(To 


0. 12f^ 60 %0 RTf 


ft, q'fUPT Tr,ftO?'T 

TTlTnftTT 




fTT^rTTr 


7HHiMn*-TT, q'll^ T*i "F2TFT, 

fq^TTir, SFtTTT, %R7TJ, "FT^T^T, 

'TTid’q^Tl, EnJFrt^TTT, isrinFt^T, ttwit- 

5 TTT, TOTTFO, ftF^PFT, iJTT^m, f^fWITIT 

Tmomr, ^-rnwr, wnmr, 'ft^sTTwr, 

qfEJTFTFFft, *Flf^*TTTJ^«fI I 

Tn; i < i M 6 ?nw<F «f ffFtjprJjT % fpfF *flT 0. i2 0Tn: oofeonTo 
TfOT "TRTfti qr fqiTTFT I 

vnrrqTTJT "ft pFnj fTTR^l fqrFrfqfti^ 

qTT PnffFT S' : — 

pTTFrrqrf, EnTrair^, itfiTjiiT, =q’ftV aiF^, 

Ti T*F^5 o, "TIt'RTJ^&Tt, jHKlt"^rTlq^TT ( ^ 0 o 

jISTt) JJTJTrrqi^fFijiTT, "TftiTTfljTiT, 

'jttrtttti, !F>TTTra^, 

■4 c r'l *F T ^T^»T, ^TPfOFTTf ^T 5TI^Tj 

^Frrr^FffT:, stTo "Tflo T'r^ijx, i 
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ifl- ¥m»nrT ipptsn tw, ifVr wftnmK 'Ft i >TwVrft 

TTpFtHnF'^, 'TTFinT f'FTWH' ; — Wi*^*!, 

tfRiS^Tt, *(T?^Rnn\>j, ^TirnT- 

FTT, 1 TOT?'+T, fwt^, ‘tld'^friull, fUTT- 
■iff, Mtf.SiqTOl, n>ifTfiV, fii'iiwm^iM. 

jTnriTFlK, irtF^m^Ht, sf+srart, r, 

HrHir^K iJF'pnF^, 

'Flur^'d'FT, TF^qwft, 

'TkdR'ar, I 

dlt'M r HMIt — ill-'-lIFMllI JtnTOsfV, 551THV, 

iqmtTiTT 'FfTdtgT^, o.^j'Tra', iPtf^KY, '■(Wti, 
fflFM'T t C't p VH , mwn*^. ’PTis'iTf, 

f«t»rt?n jfPTTTT^, 

^TJ^' ^H<dT<T 1 ^ I 

tT*%T fisTirt ; — ttwra', tftKutnjt,*!, mrtmiiii, 
fOTfi^ftipiT?, ^r^TO'Fft, ^TTWrlWB, 
firPnrB^^. ^firnira, ^Vn^r, ir'MiFfI, itfiftriFTfr, 
iwrttTWH, warTft^trm^, 'j'nsv'itiO, 

' I H I MIgRH’n , rntRTIT, ciTHnTFift, 

'ttt^T PfiTTlI: — Wtfl; it^TWISTI, 
mPTtKfr, mwntTJj, 'f'Vto, ^twh^tr 

fdTF’TH^T^T, r«i‘lX|)M<^H, 
ir^T^^rnjTt, ft'rntr'pn 1 
TtFtST fTtwill : — 'ii^, JnrWwnRFf, 

^ • F t( ^- n, TnmTtjiTT, 

lfrayi r . ^ l T, TTimf^, ^=nTFtT, 

iTtfl^TFlft, 'XXJtlfu’l'-H.i f+^rCUlNm*!, 

Jtr^rrfF^/ 'tTRiPT^ I 

f^FT'FT . — 5^5^' ♦it!i^< 

^WT'sfV, tITd>IF 5 ft, Ttrw^l, 

iTTf<ni>iT, 'iWwt, <irr^, 

%^^ia'iTi*i^, TnjT, >j«ti^T«t, 

URT^, iHFHrft, >iWi.fdd, str^w^ii;, 

nt^w, TOTjT, irnj^ 1 

TinTTT^ fircvt :— mt*T, 
wwiRtm, 

TWIJT, fM'lVj^Jt, inTTn, 

T^t^, ipwiTTT, 'lYrmV, TrRirRmr^:|, 

'T'ttRTT- 

<11^, ri'iMutfimftiH, 

'tVfft, 'T'ltWR^ I 

12- irrt«i^ ^TT<rw wj'rtVt Ttwr 'ft WR’trjr : — ^«ii'rid, <t.i3Hf7 eefir^iT* 

imnftwmteni *rRirr^T, TtonTt, vldtwfi, stHTnrin, tYrtt, 

^T^tj ^IT;?t^7T I 

liT i5ir?rTr«ff w'tWt, 

, jpRn, 

u^rVtfFft, Pt^t 57 , 'F'rt'rdwm, ^>^3137:, 
mi^rt, w>[ 5 n^, ^Tr^m, i 


^Cii')] 7TTm ■ 20 , 1 977 /^ 1^77 7 , 1899 

f ■TF mTr7^ i^^ ' ,Wi|i.,..dh. -u ■■ . rm-imrrr .ipig 

I," 2 . 3 4 Si 
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1 3. «rKw KI ct smnftir 


14. twW: 
16. iwTtIt 

1 6. u^AtIX 

17. JT^fnrft 






KfT*J 


fTl'^Ti 4*1 — ^'^TTITT, 

Twmr, |s3fTf 

wtT^5, wi??!!, «mT^, fr?7tm»ff, 

Ml FH 4T : — T^f^JTfTTT’T, ’TWTTTf, 

l^TIT, ^rr^, 5Ttf^T, jfVT^Tmrfr, 

^T^^TRJT I 

H K^i^i 4 tT f^TTirr — ^^nE*T7H', ttwt, 

>fimr^, tifew, 4|>f^, ?r^T, >lH«K>i, 

TTtrrnfl, »tWtot, <i<4^w0, 

Ft> > mraT»^ 

TTtmn sraii%2., ifcT^iV, i 

’nriT^ ^51*6 ^ Ermr Fkttt : — Iot-wt, «ii«4i'iw'l, o.iacppc 6oftt*itT« 

'O’* / r » 

f^rmm, ftwirc^T, 

OT^, 'mn', jjT'sw, snri^T, Bpvt- 

'll'JR, TTJimJJ, 'TT^OT, 

<rfe^Vwr, 'i^nijT, fwnfiriK, xrrfj^Jrmr, 

?+din>?4, iTWii'id, ftniwHt, I 

^TTW fTT^ VT ImiCT i : — wN^nm, 

*ft®nn^, viiJi>TfH>, i^HTSf^nr, 4>ii!lwm«ll, 

<H *■(!), fwT»T, irnjtnxff, *i^i*ii«i, 

^Hi«n'4i^T fl'j'RT, HiJ-HiQa i 

^TTSTT u*lnnr< friTTT: — li^Eiyr, ifNrr, 

>J®¥T?mrm', 

«(n3<, JJ'-H '.•|i •i«IM<!ll, tTl’t^^ll'Ki 

ERfrnrT, it^iTpuff, iTtftnpTiTW, i 

flTiTTT HijIH 'q yHl ' frTWjTT fTOt, ^0 ^^0 

Efh: 'Tf'jT f*R% t ?r*f|- #T I 

4?NT’Ti^ ?nraw % »F^TPTi^, 'TWNT 

^ fTTHiTT, Firm I 

’f T F g~ 2^f N Sj| , stTottet^, tih^^t- 

5^, ^T'fl’WT, 'TTn'f'JI'ff, 7.lW'4JT*l, MIV«lTf, 

Mii'ipfl', wIt 'n%’T ntr i 

^6^ r’ft’.'M K .’ f'Pm, 

■3HmilE*H, tj'IHjf’RAT, «ftOT, WTRITW, T1 
^tY4iT % ?nft ’IR I 

ifF^n:^ : — %^'*r<!rT, fT^pri^ 4flx ammi ^ ^- 

^ ^TTipnjTT dl»^4i %■ ^nfl ’TH 1 

"^fTTr ’.Hi I, f'h'.T’i ^ ^ 'HT^r 

r^ *1 H I 4^ ^I'TK. ItTPR, 3T^¥ Ph^+1, 

pf^TT dl’M‘?» ^ xl^»i ' hRI f^PTFl I 

o •* 


1 e. ^ wmimwI Pfrp^TT : — 

wpn't^, Fri^mstTiT, 

^^FTdPfTT, 

TrJT?rwipjt»I (d^fPCRCT) VM'JT, ftl+n^'l'T^, 

•■ Tii i ild , f%^qp=rr, f»tt» n s r i^< , FfprmrT?^, ^WTRiMwlt, 

'TdVlWil, »P1>^1 Tc 41, TI«l4fIf^'l'i5, 

IINJIH, *htfTT«lim, gPiEl'fFTfT I 




3,799 




iRrar ^ : wsf^ 29, lS77/»FrfipF 7, 1899 


41,11(1 ^l(W fiT •Hil?ri4t'il f'fi^.'lii : — ^^AHcdl, 

»fRTW^, Hiimji:, rmx, witmir, 

qwn^i,, rrmur, wsnmr, wrftqiTi^, i+^4(?-^l, 
<04ii(ii<.i, jftMPT^TnnT, trWfRlR, 9 ^ 94141 , ®4T^- 
’PTO, mSTlRfl', W^l, Vti^;'il4Wl', 

4l|'Ml4?'ll, ^f(T, ’Kt'-'II irfRTT, iTfn44l'HT, ■?44l^i, 
4R(1t^, iftTTPTJ’C, sfrTRR I 
TWPr ?nppr : — TTBRr^tqr, TiRFfpr, 

KTPftT'ifVR:, t^rnwr, ?rnrsTi^, irtp^, 

TmT«ft, (TOtTTO^) 4 M 1 TRTT, ^IrifRTT, 
i»WTF=ft, iruinrenOt^, jfwirn^, WrfttPfn, 
j|fnTiT, ■ti'CTr^, iin I'tRSTT, ^ 41 ^, T^nlf^O}-, 
finmT, anfw^, ^nTW, 43 ^ 43 , 

(TT^ 4iT ^431414?, 

4PirftisT, niRTT, Q«rVisi4T+, f’Hi'+iimiT., ' 414141 - 
{nPHIMlfiRt'. 'STRirarM^, 'FTi4?^, 

Ttirrmftte, >Tt5rn:JT, ijtrijT, qrii^Hi', 

<tiCT«54, 4TmRfr, triWr;, 

>(414^6, ^ten4^, f^'K, fm i-fi,, Mill iii44 [Ilf, 

'fHXir, iFt4(%^«l, tPTfRT, TSTHTfiTPFi:, 

iTRTirmrm^, 

ai1[iniPRK4, inw^ 1 
31^ *Ft ^^44^ i4iRFT : — a^TIlJiTRfr, 
WfW, 44ft4T«ff, RRIRJT:, 
srnfl^, 4(r4.T5«fT, ^^> 14154 , ifriT^, 

^(^+pn'^5, tiWrsn, rfjOTin^, 

^1,114, TRTm^, ii'lMlil'j,', ^l44i48<4*l, 

1 

tf ir <,l4 T 4 3T^ 44 <%1TPT : — ijf^, WiTfiJiff, 

4 ^ 444157 ., Kfm^TTRRfr, JT^iR^, HFR 457 , 44TCH, 
I'il^i,, ^TPiTnRP^, ill+ii'^i., IJPTT^, 

?>HT4<ir, 7141 fuK irWTPRfW^, VtWRIT, 

4Tr(TR4, ifkT4(^, TORIT, WTI^ I 


1 ». fT << w i ;< y f w tmRntft^ 7r»fr ntr % vrirtoI^s wk «F4r'n46 

4I H^m TPSTR fF7% ifllftn t I 




^i4ft4 ^74144 1444, 1944 ^ Pl44 15 7141 16 % W4lflff ^ fW 41^ 41^ ^71 

4<^)^4 4414)4 444)44, W44ip: 


I 

2 

3 4 5 6 

7 


] . v(4tVQ inrnftif vntfflpr, ftv i4ifl f^iii niiji' 44 'RT’^ ftiRPT Tij 0.12 irr 6 0 flp oit« 

2 . 44 « n ii wf) ' ^ sfmR^ % i4R^ ^4T^, 41471'^^ I 

3T^ ftR% %([_5f74444JRr4W, 'll (id 141 1*1 4, 4tr4R(14'R 
fl74'«l\d4T^4, 414414415, 4i444Fl.4T?rir, 4t^4T4T5, 

4f'M4'Y ift <1441*^4, 441474, i4R4?PRT, ^¥^1474, 

WT^mWT, 4t74lft 414^4T?r4’, 44o 1^4° 'fto 7T4Tf7iT, 

*hwrill4, (\I7«4 TRFnmr, 4744^4, 44%7R4, 

4)441714 15 , 44T474, 4it5rqT%4', ftpRTH^TR, 

4tl7i)Rr, 'J^f4t4^'iri)4, 5rm74T4T5, «rf4m7, 4' A 41 7f) 

^4T|, in4R^74, 9t%474 I 
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9¥rl)] 


JT^llWinqTrrpf mT- 
fw iwap, 


lyrftir 

tTfirertt >i!T *nr- 

wfimO ^ »T 
ttMV 




rRT»ftT ?w, c»t5fy 




nw( i M^ii» , CT^, 5ft^?i!rr, Pnror* 

jft, Trt^' 

^rrfWr^TT i ^ w?fw^, >ft<prm 

^mrTTtrm'TT^, <0^?%, mniTOfr, 

ifT.vmJT, g;sff «fy7ra’TT%»r, i 

Ttw O tw ? ptT TORfrMT^ Tt o.i2P^t eo f%»Tr« 

TiTT^ „ „ 


’TS’TIT ^iTT '(lPlIf^'S4Wl ’Wf (vrfkfl ?WT W»IB- 

JT ftrar) ^^7 yuj'T' ir^iMpfl' pR% I 

cmr t>iisw 

*177 •mBM 7^ ^ I *77*777775*7, *77*7^7, 
?fra*7T7^, 'fto I 

4TOT?7ft, *^f7)fi 7 »1 'l77l, S»i wr ^7 >7, 7^5*7 Wirm»7P7T7^t, 
WHWtl(0 ( 77*^ 'frMlPfr7T7, fTITfT^f "rTTr^, <71*17^*7 
7T7MWI'7fOT), HT^iT'T'IWO, *7r>77T7*7'7Wf7, sftw>7, 
Qjre7lj*l*7, Bl**77wy7*7, f»7Tfr, 
7m ft**7T*jrt *Tt^ 5770777 *7^ t I 


•7tT!770(W*7i^lJ^ I lT[17Tf*7 3*7 mj77, 77*77^ ^TlWffT 
i%TW, f^TTTt 3T7^Vlf<r7, 07t#H7T, 7l«7>7’757ft, fiTmiir, 
*I|5+H, Tt%^, T777^*775^, ®17TI5TiN7, *7rf5>7T, QjIwI- 
777W, *7787 TTTtOt^ *7^ ^ I 
TTTyit yNC T *M»<. Pirm, Oml itsittttw, 

■flfa v l, *7^*77^ 7m »>*7IT;»WI iOo Tfte 

<7fmft,*R777'77%*7, ^*77*77^, 57*7777*775 1 
TTinmfir TTTTJ^T, TT*^ *77fWt pTTTm, flTTTt TJJTTT^Tf 
iTTCIMWl, 5 ^ 5777 * 775 , 3^ 077 * 7757*7 3ft^, fll^TTT- 
5T*73’*777t*775',f*7^7m?r7f*7**78r55fr *7t5?77077T *T^t|l 
VTIhI f777J5r : 77*5^ *7*1*0 P7f7TT,'^T*5'^ 5*777*0 ft5<^7, 
5777 ^ fO W7«5*T 77*50 *05757*7 (*7775*7, 7775T77*Jt*7, 
773757 *7t*T I t**J5¥15f7 *775' 50 ^11577: TTtjO 0f**7557 
0(77*77 I (0775*735077 50®l557T 77*50 >T*5T5T7rPBT5!T, 
*77*77 5m5:*05 *775 I 77*5*0 t^¥Ty71V!T*7 

f0iTT7 I 

57*1 37557 ; 'T'^, ?5000, ?37?7f*:, 075 * 77775757 * 7 , ^- 
57*757, 3*77 *037*7575^, *7t80 5 O WOpfTT 77*5*0 57^7 
(577577 ( 357 0t*J 575550 *lt5 50 vjOf 5i7. 

*7*^ ?0T7^ firm 50*7^f7 ?f03f< 7m 
*77*0 77*Y7 057n*0*J7 fOrm ( *7ftT*0fW 

3*77 0*75*73 *77*0 5 O 77*^ (*5*'7T|*7*0 (075577 » 
* 7 * 7*335 37^: 3*3>7 * 7 * 7*5735 (575557, *r*yO *75*7577 (57553, 
75*^ (575577 I 07*7 1 1*773 (075577, 57T35J5, 50*5*7- 

57^, ?r*55 5 : 5577 * 71 ^, 3f5>775TT, *757757*7^55’, 5'575W0 I 
3f?357«15, *00r*775<750, (*7*137*71137, 375*7755*7, TT*!**!^, 
057*TT05, 05550, ?(75J[5, 5W1>7W0 3*77 500555*0 ( 
^•T%55!7 (575577 : 555*37, 5*7755550, *7*^37575757, 6N(*|*77, 
*7 *775 5 77 O < 577, 57(5ftl*57, f5*777055fT, 5757*7^5, WT^- 
^*J5 ?*7T57^, »7f^, *0P ! ^nt l 5 ^ 0 , 71*5751*0', 
$5705577 7 
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mi 




1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

jlj q wti , TT^rnroft, 

I ^HTTOfl, wr?7riii4wfl, 

W^raift ^TTril, n(^ip 4 *n'iw 0 , 

^rror, ?^Tj|*ifiHH(l, rtfWr, im 

TTfil I 

‘fiHII'JIJjTpK’til, 

^ E-liTT ir^ifflTijriT (Vj'm 1 

«ni!wt*r ^ ifttWOT f4i<t,i, tinf^ <8 Prtt, ftra^r ifruw, 

'11^919,1^1, rl91 ^1*iri.l9«HiMfrt{l Xf 0^9110 

»TR Snftrr ^ I HTiJ^ ^^TJITT ftiT^lT I 
IHflrfT IVtT I HlJTRiftqWlfr PfiTlfl I 
air?HI*V f^T+1 I 

H 99,1*1 Psm, iFyA 9?tji^«^ 

ftiWT I f9im Trftrf^T »Tt9' 

9^ WrtVlC 1,««l*l P5T9>T 1 T^919T5^ 6T^9* I . 

(VflmWwY , Tili'jw't, 

Tm 9fl »1|9,< 

?rtyt y*Pr Putvi '^'^Mulfiri im TWt^szjtir, 

STo/^TTo ftwfFn’JffiT »lt9' 9it Wtf97T 911^4 
9rnijl. f*h<.9i'l I M>H9,1*I Itnjff 9ft “Mtu 

^ Pniw, 1944 ^ Pm IS nvr is % 
sT'S^ln 911^ & 1^ ^ irra I *ftT Tflif 9flf 
9^9^^ *l9f9Pf 9ft I I 

W t ftl TT^ll 919T ri RI PtiT99 ^ 9t9 9t |: O.Uinn; eo(%»ltT» 

9fr9TOt, JNidiit, ntPr^^rn, HurPftt 

wPremtfir, 9M9nM, thrijot, 9!T^9tft, 9^, 

5 ^: 19 ^, Tlf*9<T i; {IM tmr 
9t9, atterr 9tppjr, ^ft^TR^Iw 1 
|99lft fwi %9i9, 9ft t t n a ^pR W 9n% I ; 

STRTJR, PiffIMJI, 9fiR’«T, f^9T^ ft*fT jS^Ji- 
9t^fw, 9r9%llfM, 'Ffl.irr, 9t?W pRipr : wfil- 
( 4 ,*} ^1% 9|^ 9 I 9 4ff919W, 499 ft, Puift, 

TMlPirt, 9>1w 99T 97:8 1 TR^R, fH¥- 
997 ;, ?ftT5fr 4jtf*frft7T I 

^ ^ 57 : : {?7^, 9fl47j7:, 9Rfi7j7Tr 4ft ^t^ 

f9»74n', 97 ^ nlTTaw ftrwr, Tt^yff 
fmprm PuTTFT, 9 tW 9, nqiHrwr, 41*51^, 

^TPFCT 719T Tlfi^t ^t¥4!T 7T7^ MlP^Pi 

Pkttr im ftifwtm 1 

TWJ* TTTJ^ P574>T (4rPl^[p47T 4I|1 9T% 9t9) ^Wf*, 

ai t 784. 1 9^»l , Tj^TOH^lR , Tp^nTIJT, fmftTT, 4WT7ft:r, 

I % 919 I 4994R f9)749 

{^Pw^Plti Pp^ 9!^ 9t9) 99RT; 

^191^, 4iPt4R, ^UMITTIhRm', 

91P l\^<tM»7(t . T9T9f7:, 7T9577T, 4t9IHfW, 

9r9f*^ 7RT ^rJ4 | <M 7: 9t9, 4fTiR9ftlfr, 

PPT49 (vf^^P4H fW Tl^ 91% ntw) 4Wr'9, 

5fiT^. ff9tip9, 4'l<9l lTT;ft W , 

Rl tf t' jR , fa 9 197 4 I f Pw , Hl49lf R4T, 7 m ’ l9 l 9fa , 

99771599 , sftynjTiT, jmftfa, fanjUTT, 4ft94tl- 
JTTT, 4fw9ft ffarwt, ftfllifST n4IT 4lf«W4R, 
artRIfW (97199 I TTfafpTT 9f9 4it wr|>F7: 719jpt 
9tRI9rf7T f^I 99? ft^, ^TfTTOT 7199 
591579 4 
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1 2 

3 

4 

'*m m m f' ^ i ■ -'— ‘ - 

5 6 7 

V, 


f ^TTPTf H34(P« 
WfHTTfy fP PP 
trflp^ ^ WP- 

P5 

5HHI4I5 PgFfhT 
wfil3tl0 fw PP 
inrptff 

. 

f^nq^f iV^q^T, 

TITT ^ TPJ^ 

PFiT*Pr, rTMT 

<[Iq^ *Ft yl-iqr^ fT77?fiTj 

JiRHf-H)' HPT ffP3RMij<ft Ptsft 1?r TT^ 

7TSITTO Ppm 1 

?nTr vt v^-ETK. 

^ <1I*^*Ti 1 


svTTjfPr H.inPm, pFrrmPTT 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 0 7 


1 . t!;oIfo^^8 fiMiqiKM wftr- ?T<TT WWT’T ^ »>*»(, O.lZtJJlT fiOPToUTo 

Vrfy tfo^sipTo tl<ii7.£i 'ni'j'ii I fiifj* 

I)ai^ fir Ps<,*m i 

2. „ vfwtl V}o^o T|Miy*ji}6, PlTT^ I ?Fyit 

•lo fn-0 Jr»TT WFrqs ffirr i 

3. „ PnrmwTT wff stirr Pi'Hihiii? ^ 

wfimfy ?ar TTpr Pf>'wr i 

sfpFTiTf, t1«i 5«IT, ifhn JiW<T ’Tt^ff Tt 

tPWT PjiWT l Tt 

»)*+< ifPsrr, ttjiIW, 

<TO Pw Pfi^ I THTSTIT, ^ ^tSTT ?Fyit 

PrsrmNT? Pr^tt i rorm, 

fWT 

'F^fr Prtvti TPfn^ rr wlf+'< ftrimTfft, 

?T«rr PutSt i 

4. srerrhi Wflf- 5 ^»tv ^yrPPr wftr- <nT- 

WW PmWHW VrPl ^5r VT WKft^ ^T, FFTTyC, WRWft, 

itF HTOPK , TtFR^, HTJT, frfenjT!, WT^Tm^Wt, 

5Tf^, »tW Tt 

sfpp^, ppm I WPPTO, ywiR^p:, 

PnFnT5, 

Tt^TFT, flr^T, ^ ’F^T^, TftmV 

WPTTF, ftr^, ?m ^PpPp >Pt 

*Fyf Phi.'i'i I ^PTryc, 

^jftt, ^nrfin^FT gnprwra pW 

'Ti <. ti*''^’*f ftrpT pPFPT I 
ptr Tt ®1 tc\ i j^TFnfV, 

«('^^<, TTnFTrF^fl, Ft'rsr 'll'i'l ’TT tsla+t ti'-yi,'^ 

S^fiFF Ppm I 'iFFRi^ ppm i Pirra®! 

TtpT^, pWJP, PKP % 

f'tr<;% I 


3. inrrtW irrtrf' 
mf, Pwivifw 

8* t> 

e(m) „ 


PeWo far TT «IR«(I«I ITOT HT<JT iJFHipt ^ Tt ^ 

^ W llsfll ift' 'PPp' ^ I 

mV i ew T w'owo ¥>r «rT»l, pP^ 3^ jfPitff, wfi^, fWfpr 

¥T ^FTRirfyaft «)j-hIM Ppjpit fi ^41 PpT I 

J^rjlfPT nic^+ PP Pp^TPT ' 

HPT f%PT^ ^ Btlpn: 3-3<RH I 




Ustii 


3(uJ] '(TTOT ifiT Tram : 2t>, 1 977/TTfcp 7, 1899 

I' 2^' ^ 3 i 


7. „ 

8. „ 

9. „ 

1 0. „ 


mrnftJT ^narf- JT'ifnft 
wir fjpiFTwm 


1 ^?rWT, TTSplYira ^ flTWT, ^ 1 ^ TtlHlT 

Pb'if.l, Wilnid PtiiTil I 

'irftlRTn:, JHWH- 

^?fTHKI^, %HRnT, ^fTJ.lJT, '^^IIHlftR, 

TFri^'inT % i 

^jne'?r\ ^ ^iPTPTT TT 

iptmt firm, wi-Ims. j'-^id^i, :twt, 

r^w 'NT .i ' ^ ?, •JHTjT, sfT’fflrrld', TOrm, 

<TnffTwff, infi finVHNHl, ^remf^, 
^■^ 111 ^ 15 '^, *a *-'9 1 H H i9<)dfl , 

TPTf:, 'jfi'rm, 'Fsn'a', Tp’ff5TrT?5ft, 

krrP 5 <, Tprrpfr, tnm^, HHkjr, *rd^, 

HTf^rrfq^ 1 

iwr^ff ^TTJF "PT AHKlJ-^dl PfiJ.Til : 
fipTFPm, 5Hi<i^'ni, ’P^an^, WSi^ai, 
JTT^Harm, HijffMwTl, qmjm, 5 ?m*T, 

irm^rfr, kkiior, 

jpmr ^rmqppff, tn^wnR, ♦(wkw, 

jy^-ri hn, wr^mis, fiwfr, 5 ^- 

mfr, Tidfis, ’rnr’TJT, wnsTt, ?ttp]^'p tt 
firm: ii^i,v4iH, 
#aT5jT, )jrrT»r, Tuaff^, ftrF^ro- 

wtis, ijTTP'tr, irsiHid, ppiwT ’TjT, jRTwnqppfr, 
i^T^iJTr I qi f» T *i w i ’ iff in qi %- ff , 5 = 1 ^ 5 , ftHiriff, afW- 
qw, qf TT aT qg ^t , rwwi^id, 8.9HCR(fl, pT'm'TWft, 
'•ff’rmc'jft I 

9 ■■«( nl •ni'Ji'b w Pi-ijikx, ImaPT : — 

< P RT <*i , arr^qp#, pitw, ^^pnajiaT ^- 

T7T, srai'jPr^'i PFqmwr, ^^rpm, 

jpjjTjnq^t, <t>fw?5, qViTw, ffpincq, ^Hinq^ff, 
awnFpff, ^fhqfpfr, ^wror, qf-sirq, 

qfmrpmff, q^<qwft, fpqqiq^ 1 

■M'^T'fl ni'^qi qq fqrtqrr :— 

^+m9, rq»9dr»T, qftwi'jt, ^m tqq ^ , 
qqrq, qaiq?^, fqfRq, qftiw 

«ffTPTj»:, qqyqr, fmi^TOT, 5541 - 

qp-, q^ 5*8^, q'jqivif, qfq^, qrqfjqr, 

^pprqrqq^, qrqnq?^, 1 

irkTqppfV HiMqi qq f+^qi ; — 

atP^KM, fqif'jq;, wifimr, 

q^q^, fimqis, ?iTfemqs, 

981^, Tjan^, <j«KH, q^Hwf, ■ilWf'J^'-il, fifqW, 
qqrq, qmrraqs, in^^qm, '^mi 48^>, q i fl v?^ , 
qrqf^, •(i'^<, tiHi'qsiT, jqqjp I anrRf* 
qiPT ^TT^qn' qq fqrcqq t^—qfqfq^Ht, 

TfqraTqrq, qq^, swivqfw, 

+.>i«lM«fl (H#qiR) f^iqpsfr, qqr^qwft ^- 
qwfr, PTfjfftqfqc^ft, n’lnis, qrq^, Pi'qiq.Qi, 
r^ m^qs, yqari^q, tq:w qjnmff, ^mr. 


’3«03 

. ■ > r^i AVagTSi nat t» m.a * 
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*n^mW3, I 

11, upfrtrtr *WT%i Tnrt- ^ «r’Tf^iH', 'tt^ w f'tiT+f ; — 

m, ipiftmrfr tj^nwr, «r?wFr, aViijv,, ^TTT, TrJrrrnT, wnfljO, 

rtn^fTjT, ’TrewT?!^, »rv][^, 

y>rn:JT. Mi^t, flrrJTjT, tI aio t, 

'F?fr, ’fhjT, 'TtMproft, 5^, ftiTmt, 

OTtrir, twi^c, ^isihwO, 

'iti'1«t, i'kh, Prtt'tn' I 
JTTpmro' «frr Ppto’ : — 

?fWT?5TT, *rw^, TWifr, 

Twrt^TR^t, n ig o «i iHw f), 
*t<n(T 

STCrofy, ifrtwfl' TWI 5 T, T?FI^, F^TFira, IWTW- 
'jwfv, wjparnT, wHHjt, inrfTF, >TWf, 

TWRc^, Tt^?FTr, ftoTnn^, qlHra'. B t uH i g -r 1 
^fRWRT ipT :— 

'sftTWT, ^T, TnWJT, 

•fWiTtZr, WTPTTfT, 

6 i tq ?rTO ft , ftnn^ itf r nmwf) , 

wf^sprerTT, ?^<, wiin^T, ffFfujT, '#rhT, »fhrn^ 
'Twft, iff^^^iT, ftwimjT, ipjftnw, 

nTcnjTT^, 

wWfr, «rT 2 :TFfr, 6 ?mr 5 >-, T»rji:, 

N ’ fcnT TH, < T i¥<i9<wm , 'tItttf, Bpriny:, 

^4^, flPnrom, fifTTST;, 

TW^, TTJrrrw, !»psf, >f>iw, ^mwr- 

wilj?:, 5 f»;, 

Fte^nr, 1 

5iT 8l>'< ^1 1 : — 

^^■'i'l«i, l i ^ ^^i4^^wf l, TjiiFre^, 

^flKTF, wFra 5 »-, sftF^n imr ■fr t.i -ii 'f i, 

»nrr^, w^r 

^Y>‘rTiR, PPRl^T, TTtfSTTH'^A, 

airi^, qfhr?^, iftipT- 

j’rrOQs', '41^1 Si », vtrt^, WwctJ7, 

I 

^ awcD fTf ' — 

VI i^'., •f^TTn’T, ^TPfWt^S, 

FtPrTtnr, "jfftff, wunO^c, 

Fter?3(;^, jamwfi, mwifT, 

unwmtrjuft, rfrjnTF, 

3PnFr, stwiftQs, 

fi^H'iji, HiirF"T->Ti^-'rr, Tt*# 6 T, 

f^nfF^ I 

‘ItV’Hft ftrw ; — 

(ftwriTT, »T>ra^, ftr^, ^«rTF^, 

FrfRs, TPmWT 

t < i k pt^ 5 7T ^ i mn.n ^, vrm, yw, 


1 1 . F^!kf6 ffWPfW '(3*rt- VftlM'f) 

«w Pi«mm:6 ^ k’IvHi 

wwtff ifWtF 
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^1Wr€rJfit¥T^, ir’TCTfl', flJR'- 

WIT, 'CTrfw^^rjT^ fwTT^, wi%»iww, 


fwriT, ^TTT^^^srrws, fq^CTi^, 

ji^'i'Mi'i', 'wf^Twr, I 

12 iioiiiJTfj fwmrTTT sr^'TiffiT 'aft'fT^r irrif^'T ^rrfj^r ^r irni^'i ■ — 

'Trflfwn’'^ fwrf^fT ’TR Wllfm ^ WKH, 

TTPrt^ jiflWTiT, J i H'Tiy TT, uttTTrwr I Jinrw 'ipfp 

^ JTWT f'liWT, ^1 1 3i'oj ^ ^TTt^ 

^ 14^ <,^'1 ^TFirw ?ii ’^41 *rr 

lartw f'ET^n', fwii irirw, infyww^f wr 
wpTi^ srrfw ^ ^ I 

13 iToi) Cipro fwTTTRTC :?wc^^ipftirwT ffrrfwT wpr ipi irrtir^t fpwr -Pinfr, fwrT- 

^ f^TTfrr^iTi 5^, ^ 41 '11^, iT^Vrpifr, rrp^TW, t'TW' 

iwt, iT^<f.ri)3, ifl^irmr, ^ 

ww)iT'-'’fr, ^+dHMA«I\, n'rrip^, ptPimfHs, irtwr, 
Tftirr^ irt^ i 

i rii^*ri ^ RT'Wttitt l4iTirrT ■ — ir^'TritWr, 
HTTT^T, KrrmfTr, ^rnroirt, ^rwMt, 
fWT*IWR H<hl|l'i<., "PTSI^I W(T?T, 
yjirt'TIiF, WIHITfltt, «)I<,d4M, 'Wt^, 

5 TWIT T^ifr , 

IT'ltdMT, Tt%iT I 

r*! r.f'iw r rrrjT tt firrfirwTr fww : — ttww, 

f 3 i'>n^, viih ' r r g rfr, wrsrjr, fT^- 

tiiH^Ttr , iTT’^iT^s, qif»#iimr, 
ww, 'iaEi'1, inwra'i wriFTt, f’iTf 7 r?¥n', 

srtwr, ttiihp^j, 'wrlM^, 

tTF^t, firrfwT, ?TP^^; irt rn^trrjRrr fwrr . — 
fwrwiTr, '(Ii#rNT, ^rjtrfipT, 1^151:, i>nw^, 
ir^wil, wr?r, ptw, 

rT^!TfTft, firlwfyr, '^mtfirr^T, TiiriffErj;, 

JRTT>tT^T, WdTTmr, 
fiiwiT, ^iiiaHs, RTwri- 

w 1 

pH ifn ^ r iTT^jiR TT F'r)’’,4rT — ^^44 ^'■fl , iiir- 

44^, 'liitT'^r, irfH^r^iH^oTl, Tiir^^ff^, 

ftrp^Io'iIT, 

^RtTmr, 

W413X, ^714, ■^Tit'Tf^ft, 4 Tf 4 Tl? 5 rT 7 , OTWTJ^, 
^TjiftWrjt, ilttfl'l'lT^d, Ih ' 1*1 4 1 4itj4'i f>T 
irnTf-miRs fwnn : — q ^-i r i ry f r, 4 1 <-iit“|- 

47 , ^iiTjp, ^r'fiRTlwwr^, ^“tt, 
wn^, 4U:it>ff4), ^%Vf, i r; i i 4fril^ , dn r i^ 7:, 
4nN, PrRiiEt, jilf.-iWTprfl, Tri^mr^, ir^- 
f'l’iii'ji, 4Pi'’'?'4i^ei, Tnrr^joi^, iiwVTr^- 

fe, 'ftfwwjT, sfifift'jT, ijwiTiw’-, fwrni, 
wrpr^i 

r 4 dfv«irts rTTi^P 'irr TiFiTTTf^ Ffpirt :— ifrrprmrr, 
fllftWTH, f<WTTjr, iiTTOT, T|irE 4 W r, ^wrfwFifTO 
47 nwft, w-rriT^, 41^41 tj^rr, iwife, #71^, 
^E>d 4 ,W'^d., Pinmiflid, Twfl, TTf^rofr, 
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14, i^oRoipTo 


JTo^o'FTo JTO'- 


jfr^rrjT, i(YTt>T’T??ft, jrrfmHTT, l^rnn- 
TEnrnrls, PrarpmETf^fr, 
tnra^, , RrOimt fn^, 

fePRTT, 7W11F<4l, fluP-TTsHl, 

^Tuwp:, TTlpTWTwff, smn^, 

ijtfr, fvpmTTTjT, 

ETJprlliljl,, WHi 

^ferrp', w^rwHl, RlTwm^, hprt, 

'PtTTrTOElft, HWEjt, tfrlT, r^Tdl'^C, 

It! <Ri'i I dr<j4i *111 f.OTtori r4i<'t4'i : — **1^, 

Rsn^, ^rs^, 

*PPT^, iTP^vrPrtll^/ ill r1a^i»4; 

ntTR, risrnp^, wrftnEEWT, 'iPfrEPTiK, 

iRpmrr, •rrofVjT, 

’TT»ff5.«iT, qrOTITR I 

d*i[ Phi ^ f^'*Emi7T ^ 

fPTT RTPTc# I 


15- PoUo^o Pi J| I Ij Iq 1 5 R5TRT^j 

W Wli^rfT Sl^, TpS'Tc'ft, 4*1*11*1, ^ r+K.^) — 

•Entlw if^fcw ^rmr, IJhhhwP, MTiriiwfl, i 


1. ipT^fNinTFr 


2 ^wtrifiTPr 


3. ^FTfrinTH 


4 ^F^Rsmpr 


snrrfr*f in'trfETJr, %sr>4 

TjpftTT nftrifiifr ferr % ^ »nff Tnir^r fiET% 0.12 

fSP!% % RTTETEfT *114 ^PIT ^FTIt i^iTT 

%' M*li'l<4T *rt4 ^ vslf 41 *. *. nl^JiTi R^fP 

TPTE*r f+<4i I 

WrrTtTRTT^, 4«KI>TT», '^TElfP >1^ ^ 

*fpp: frrppr wVt H i * rfTT 4t''4 i q 7: iiPr vr 
®T?iEr jfFTR’ fnwr % wErm: nETT ifT ifPWT 
l3i**M I 


* 4Prp*ft 4 i 4T4) 13><.4*T*I, ^*nTErTr *ll4' 4it ViilSTt*. 

iVP(^, PipfT % % 

'*rnTrt4it Ph*,^ *PT *^4l*^*j^dr EN I 

, 41 q I *41 -II E*Pl^ci ( E 4*1 <214 74, 4iq f*Il II 81 oltqifyiqT*. ^ 41^4 1 4 ) 

’ET4'ir*p3 fTTPFT % IpfP IG EET, UTRfKTt fer^TT, 
P>r*i<l fli^'*ii4> 4rr EK EPT 4'*tii41 Ti(jq> R«m 

5 g?i h ipGM ^ I 

. fsTsrr^ oiifpjrff T^r Tl'irEjw f4rj?frr, ^jniMt Psw % 5 w, ^mfq; 

f'TEH4(^TR, 5WIH"infr t^PPTT, RTmpTTiryR^, 5^ 
^'ETTirr^PT, '4l4>NT<Pl!r Pewt 

JTT^, NiirTJjT pE^i^rr tr 4 eN (sr«rfij) frUT^, 

TfEET^i ElftrftET^, ’E^Er*!, f3i<.tl 

^ 2 Et*r, sprfjf ifpET eet sjyrr^ rfh: BEEPifr 
?rr^47 ^ qiE*i*-*iiHij Pepeet % eeP *i iq 
’ErTrjEEpfim % E»}t EtE wk Ermft % 
EElFfPPrA PeTEE ^ 9 ePt EfEfH kiw RWiq^H, 
PPJEIT, ’EmPfElT, ETETET^, TTapTTPEIJ, ^YtET- 
EiklJ, EWTEI^E, lF>SEE7|pTrSrE, J^ETElfttiETS I 


60 

pEoffTo 


S. ^fEkSTETE 


ETG < Te 


HEEEE r*q<4 1 % 41 1 Pi f7 ET^El V TT^T, EpTEPf^T, 
tlfPpEET EEl EEtiflEPJEE, % EEp TTETE PeE^I I 
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5 

G 7 


6. ^FfitTSTwr fwr % wtwi+< % 'hmuhs®, wt^pt 

'^, ftrrawr, tpp^rrrpnPT % wrt 

THtpir fqn:ifr i ^rpjyr f'tit^^T, ^'ir f^rar 

^ ?TPJ*P ftvPWiTj 

f^iPwr ^ uTr^rr^ ^ ?nf1r 

>rk, tETifTijT ^«l7F5fr f'h<*PT, ^^wr- 

^it?T r^<'tiVj fjf'TT ^ ^ 

7 . iwftT a»rT>r vWrft ^ sppTfnr f 3 r!=fT % irfir^lr fTr^% 1 

JPPI^H ftpTT % frf^T: fTPfip ^ W’ll'T'Hr- 
qr^ fq^rsfr 1 

8 'framp- % qtTt qwf 

irtsf q?t Bia'hi, ffr^ri Pk^+t, v<.Htr'^l4i|, 
wt^qTT! ^it»Tr*rrffT fqr^iqrr, PTqqrrqrrq’ <iiq 
qrsRpjx ’rra Tr srtqrj; 

fWPT, ^ ■fWSMKiq, ^HTTTJTTT 

iTPJqrrq qiqr q>mrw qtFTrftrm fwf Jm^rq 
fqpqr ^ rTT^^ % 

qr^, m^^TT, 'J'-'dm^ crqr ^qiq<.8 ^ qRsrrfVr 
q^ 1 1 

B. iT^TT^ n^rFfra: qwfer ^i^qf^^qr ^'tq: f^rar % ^prt % qrnjjrtsr, q;'^sT qtFTnrVr, 0 . 121 ^ eoPpoqrr 
%f5frq nrwiiqqq, qqq^ ^rtn ^ H»fT qrapFr fqiq% 1 

10 „ ^“^0 ’T?^Ttq firar ^ q'qrs’fTq fli'jti % q jiih, qFTTqp^, 

srnTT^, vroPrqiT, ^mwr^, ^''PJrrWq qiin 

t.i'sitB ^c^ftT fsFTr % < 15 * 

?rpjqr qq qmr^<qfa<q. T, <TRR%f ?m qijT- 
qqfft qWr vt wrtqrq qrj? fqrqqrr, sjfr^iwr 
qtar qq wlavq BfqFnr ftiqqrr, qre^q, qrr^qT«ff 
^ sfriq nrat qft st^qrq qlr*PTm fqiqqrr, qrpj^q 
qqqft ?mT ^miqmn nW qit #T<fT7: fspcrr^ 

Pqqqq, fq^mqmq, qqr qqinFm ^ qtqf 
qft w)isq'<, qiriK fqrqr % qr^qr •rr ^rp! 
fqrqqtTi Hfq^^qNH % ^iiqt qrr ^ sqi < q^pfir f^THT 
^ ^q.dPif< qq qpRT^ft fqTvqq 1 

11 . „ ifowo^ qq fqRT ^ qnpi ^«fr j HTpr 

qnqqqft iftW, qi^T- ^ t.i'Jit'i (q)<.^> WpP ^t^TK fqpTT qq 
5F!fV qnjqr i 

12- ij f^qp qq Pqqjr fq^n % *qqi^Tf^ qpqq^ % lq>q%i 

Wo (^?r, fqWq 

13 ,, woWo ^irfVqqqq 

Wo^o qqqpTfPft 


M- „ ToWo f^rqrqq 

wwiRff ^qq 
wqwtqrj 


TT^TR^T F^FTT ^ rUT^ 

fjFrr f^Tjr % 

TTH^rnpnr %” i rTFj^r f^rwr 

^TJT % ^TPyi'l yff 5mFT^, WTPT^, 

^rTrf^wTwpiT PfT?:^, ^>4iTtCT ^ ^ 

Pf)T*PT I cTto^ilq'^TWJB^ 

f5iTTT 

% ^rr ismrmppnr f'T.TiTTT i 

I ^ ^ ^ft^nwprrj, ^ i r® h - 

^rftjdT, floral ^ 

I d'TT ^TWr 

^ fjRTT % dT^T ^ 

Pfttt i 
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15. 


1.5, 


jwTR fgpTT % jnnr ^ 

% 1T4I TT^ I i(7 

% 'jilHI'ff^'dl, Treff^^, 

^'tTT'IHt^, RiRFIrsfV, 

RTETTW W'THmi4lMM"l, FpTnflFTrT?#, 

'TST'ftenTE^, iriTTR, TTf^TTTRtTEsft WtTTNTlw- 
’rnrf fit ^ Tf^Rt ferfr 1 
1 ^ PflRjT Sfr ^7- !T*rr mrjqr % 7 r<tt 

t 


[wlWJ^fT #0 5/76/?ftoRo V/4T/ 30/1 i.i/ej'^otnro ifto] 

'T^‘> %» Mt^TFTf, JTWrf 

(Office of the Collecfor of Central Excise, Hyderabad) 

Hyderabad, the 29th October. 1976 
CENTRAL EXCISE 

S.O. 3356 In exercise of the powers under the second proviso to Rules 15 and 16 of the Central Excise Rules, 1944 , 1 hereby notify 
that no declaration will be neccssaiy under the said rule.s in respect of unmanufactured tobacco grown in areas not exceeding the limit 
specified in column 5 of the Schedule and cured in Quantities not exceeding the limits mentioned in Column 6 of the same Schedule in the 
whole of the Jurisdiction set out in column 4 thereof. 


2. The above exemption under Rules 15 and 16 of the Central Excise Rules, 1944, will not apply to fluc-cured tobacco 

3. The above exemption will not also apply to growers of I.A.C. tobacco, who intend to sell the green tobacco to professional curers 

4. This cancels all the earlier notifications on the subject. 


Area to be exempted under ixiles 15 and 16 of Central Excise Rules. 1944, l.D.O, 11 Hyderabad 


SI. Name of the Name of the Range Areas to be exempted 
No. Division 


Maxi- 

Quanti- 

mum arc 

tative 

which a 

limit of 

grower 

tobacco 

may un- 

which a 

dertake 

cultivator 

tobacco 

may cure 

cultiva- 

without 

tion 

a de- 

without 

claration 

declara- 

under 

tion un- 

rule 1 6 

der rule 

of C. Ex. 

15 of C. 

Rule ‘44 

Ex., Rule 

within 

‘44 in 

the 

areas 

Jurisdic- 

specified 

tional 

in Col, 4 

area 

specified 
in Col, 4. 


Re- 

marks 


1 2 3 4 5 6 

1. l.D.O. II Hyderabad Gadwal IR Whole of Cadwal Taluk except Iccxe, Budidapadu, 0-12 60 Kg 

Palwai, Gadwal, Sangala, Setti Atmakur, Bijjaram ares 
Amarvai, Pudur, Thuramankuntla, Nagaradoddi, 

Paramalakakularam, Maldakal, Lothipuram, Giu- 
ramdodda, Uppal, Agraharam, Medikondur, Veea- 
puram, Vitalapuram, MaUamdoddi, Yelkur villages. 

2, —do — Atmakur IR Entire Atmakur Range consisting revenue flrkas ; — —do do— 

Chintakunta, Atmakur and kadmoor. 



[tfFf n — ^ 3(11)] 


1 2 


3 I D O. II 
Hyderabad 


4 — do — 

5 — do— 

6 — do— 

7 —do — 

] IDO III 
Hyderabad 


2. Nalgonda 


n nsm 24 1477/^Tr?HV 7 1H99 


3 4 5 6 


Wanaparthy Whole of Wanaparthy and fCollapnr Tqs , except 0'12 00 Kg 

Rangapur, Janalupalli, Sugar Munagaram Djniio, arcs 
Gurumadur, Yaparla Gadda-Basavvapuram, Bak- 
kam, Pedda Dagadda, 1 axmipally, Kuppunooi, 

Tatprolc, Manchalkatla, Somastla, Shakapad, Ayyo- 
wtrpolly, Kalur, Vcltoor, Solipur, Fenchikilpad, 

C hinna-Marooi nad Pedda-Maroor 


Nagarkuinool IR 

Nagarkuinool Taluk except Gopaljret hrka and whole 
of Achamjict Taluk 

-do— 

— do— 

Jadchcila JR 

Whole of Tadchcila Fiika ot Mahaboobnagui faluk 
and whole of Kalwakuitt taluk in Mahaboobnagar 
Dist 

— do — 

— do — 

N arayanpet IR 

1 ntiic aica of Makhtal taluk consisting of Makhtal 
Chinnapoilc, Narayantpet Mciical and Krishan 

— do— 

— do — 

Shamshabad IR 

Hyderabad West Taluk Chtsella Taluk, Pargi Taluk 
Shadnagar 

IDO HI Hyderabad 

-^do— 

— do— 

Suryapet MOR 

Nalgonda Taluk — All the vdlages except kolhapally 

— do — 

— do — 


Irupattiula Nakrckal, Notnula, Mamidyal, Bandla- 
palcm, Maroor Tatikal, Mangalpallv, Chcikupalli, 

Bhiniavaram, Thungathurthi, Korlapad of Nakrckal 
Firka 

Suryapet Taluk - All the villagei except Pillalamarn 
village ol Suryapet tiika 

Nalgonda Taluk — All the villages except Perkakon- 
daram, Itkulpad, Kadaparthy, Ogodu, Vallala, 

Shaligenaram, Madhav,avaram Utkur, Wangania 
rthy, Amberpci, Gurjala Palcni of Ifupamula, 
firka, Kondapaithy of Nalgonda fiika 

Miriyalguda Taluk —All the villages except Antangal, 

Salkanoor, Pamulpad, Topcharla, Madgulapally, 

Kalualapalcm of Topeharla Firka, Amaiaigudem, 

Anajpur, Lingotal, Vidhalapuram, Thaduvai and 
Gudikonda Vibhalapuratn radavai and Gudibanda 

Huzurnagar Taluk — All the villages except Tadvai in 
Mungala paragana 

Suryapet Taluk — All the villages except Anajpur, 

Lingaia of Penpad fiika and Sirikonda ol Sirikonda 
firka 

Suryapet Taluk - All the Villages except Paniiigiri, 

Vardhamankota, Nagaratu, Jogoicddygudem, Sang- 
yam, Velugupalli, Annaram, Kodur, Kominal in 
Ndgaram firka 

Maddiryal of Fnapad Firka and Tatipamula, Nanda- 
pur, Thungathuithi, Pannoor, Tirmalagin, Tonda, 

Floor, vcinpati, Anantbaram of Thungathurthi Fiika 
and Epoor, Gayanvarigudam, Nimmikal, Patherla- 
pad, Gorantla, Kodur, Tummalpenpad, Enliamla of 
Atmal ur Firka 

M O R Chinlapalli Firka ■ — llydelapur, Polepally, Vempur, — do^ — — do — 

Mairigudem, Takkcllapalli, S Lingotani, Gokal- 
askarpally, Mallcpurajpaliy, Vcrkal, Chandapuram, 

Godikondla, Kondur, Vuppallapaliy, Godiagowia- 
rara, Kinjamuru, Kurmedu, Bhimanpalli, Lankala- 
palli Sarainpet, Indurthy, Medchandapur, Nama- 
purarn, Saivaiain Ruiupet, Pandipalli, Akora, Kuru- 
marthi, Rayanguda, Sarvaiguda, Kakulakondarain, 

Gudapur, Kcsarajpalli, Mondia, Biahmamcberla, 

Sirilingotam, Anaparthy, Dedcpally, Digginavelli 
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Pammumgudla, Pittempalli, Ycllareddygudem, Sha- 
pclli.Tandlavai, Ismailpally, Chcnighat, Gundlapalli, 
Parcathagiri, Vcniedla, Chinna, Madharam, Musha- 
mpally. Regatta, Shabdulpur, Nirscmetia, Knakara- 
palli, Pajjur, Suraram, Nalgoiida, Chandanpally, 
Katangur, Pangcl, Bollepally. 

Dcvarkonda Taluk ; — Irgandlapalli, Chintapalli, 

Aathampet, Firosiguda, Mallepally, Bhattapally. 

Gattumallepally Firka : — Nampally, Sumkisala, Vanti- 
pally, pasunoor, Tirumalagiri. All villages except- 
ing Narcdlapalli, Pcddapuiam, Damera, Chittam- 
padu of Gattumallcpalli Firka of Devarakonda 
Taluk. 

Huzurnagar Taluk All villages except Huzurnagar 
and Hamlets, Adloor, & Hamlets, Chintaral & Ham- 
lets Dondapad and Hamlets, Expelmadara, Gun- 
dlapalli, Mcllacheruvu, Gadi Malkapuram, Mattam- 
palli, & Hamlets Podavidu & Hamlets, Namilipur & 
Hamlets, Repoor (Ramapuram) Reballi, Raghunath- 
apuram Tammaram, Vizinepalli, Vallatur, Choutu- 
palli, Mallaceddigudem. 

Munngodu Firka of Nalgonda Taluk Voilpally, Soda- 
palli, Augadipet, Vuppalagutta, Kankanalaguda, 
Kothaguda, Chenrial, Janagaon, Solipuram, Gun- 
darapalli, Chellapur, Marrjguda, Kasthal, Narayan- 
pur, Arelmeda, Mohammadabad, Kothulapur, Raja- 
konda, Guddimalkapur, Alampur, Yelakatta, Rate- 
pally. 

All villages except Gpija, Chalamada, Sevail, Kom- 
palli, Yalamakanne, Teretpalli, Kalavakutaputtapaka, 
of Kothularam firka of Nalgonda Dist. All villages 
except Munngode, Bodiparthy, Cholledu, Konda- 
puram, Chikatimandi, Ipparthy, Kistapuram, Talla, 
Bllcmela and Koratkal Ookandi, Chandur, Angadi- 
pet, Banganigadda, Thummlapalli, Don), Pamula, 
Mermotta Idikudi of Munngode firka of Nalgonda 
Taluk. 

Chinakondur firka of Ramannairct, Taluk Vallanki, 
Malkapuram, Kallepaley, Sangam, Peepalpahad, 
Ycliagiri, ‘B’ Nagaram, Innkampalli, Lakkavaram, 
,1. Suraram, Venkatpally, Venkamamidi, Velirai- 
needu, Kaithapuram, Pahilwanpur, Tallasuizwam, 
Siripuram, S Longofram, Gokarani, All villages 
except Chinakondur, Produtur, Sunkisalla, Chinka- 
parthy, Yepur, Thangaipalli, Nclapatia, Yalavarthi 
Redlarepaka, Voligonda. Parapalli, Panthangi, 

' Lingojigudem, of Chinakondur firka of Ramman- 
napet Taluk. 

RamannaiTct Firka ; — Sobhanadripuram, Munipam- 
pula, Nimimla, Kakkireni, Janampalli, Chittapuram, 
Gopalarajupalli, Utukmu, Suraram, Sabbinetigudem, 
Pallewada, Dupalli, Uskillanagaram, Laxmapuram, 
Ramannpet, Tummalangudero, Nidhanpalli, Ycnna- 
1am, Uskilla, Muddapuram, Venkatapuram, 
Bogaram, B. Tukkupalll, Kunkudupamla, Ganga- 
puram. 

All the villages except Armoor, Vemalkonda, Dubbaka, 
Ammanabrole, Lothukunta. Uppalvancha Nagaram, 
Gollepalli and NamilJakalva of Raraannapet firka of 
Ramannapet Taluk. 
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Kottangoor llrka Bironibanda, Kalmcra, Parada, 

Chciii Annaram, Mallaram, Thimmapuram, Tak- 
kallapadu, Ycrsaniguda, Eduluru, Kummartlii, 

Munakuntla. 

All villages except Anaparlhy, Dadampally, Gundla- 
pally, Chandampally, Kancbanpally of Nalgonda 
Firka of Nalgonda Tq. 

G. Edavalli Firka P. Domalapalli, Khudavanpur, 

Dorepalii, Jamesthanpur, Bommepalli, M. Domata- 
palli, Kalmalpalli, K.onda, Pagidiparthy, Ponugodu, 

Pulipalpula, Panagal. 

All villages except Boinpalli, and Nirisinamctla, Regata, 

Vcthapalli of G. Edavalli Firka of Nalgonda Taluk. 

Tipparthy Firka : — Tndlooru, Tipparthy, Yerraguntla- 
pally, Musliampalli, Chatlachcnnaram, Asuppala- 
palli, Gangampalli, Mylaram, Toragal, Manganapalli, 

Jangareddygudem, Yelgapalli, Suravaram, M. 

Duppalapalli, Gaddikondaram, Narashimhapur, 

Jangamwariguda, Burircddi-palli. 

All villages except Pajjur, Rajupeta, Sinlingotlam, 

Cliinamandharam, Bollapalli and Kankanalapalli of 
Tipperthi Firka of Nalgonda Taluk. 

Nalgonda Firka : — Paravathagin, Sashaniniaguda, 

Timmai'cddipalli, Kothagudem, Anan haram, G. 

Annaram, Derbashpuram, Ammagudem, Kcsiioju- 
palli, Kothapalli, Marrigudem, Appajipet, Ammared- 
dygudem, Chennaram, Buddaram. 

All villages except Dugganavalli, Akaram, Pamun- 
gundla, Pittampalli and Pandinapalli of Katangoor 
firka of Nalgonda Taluk. 

Narketpalli Firka ;--Shapalll, Vanipakula Aureni, 

Nimmani, Mandra, Narketpalli, Tirumalagiri, Akki- 
napalli, A. Longotam, M. Yedavalli, Pothumani- 
palli, Chippalapalli. 

All villages except Cherughat, Chowdampalli, Yellared- 
diguda, Urmadia of Narkctpally Firka. 

3 IDO. UI. Miryalguda Range Miiyalguda Firka (Mii’yalguda Taluk) All villages 0-12 60 Kg. 

of Miryalguda firka except Zapliveerappagudem. All ares 
villages of Wadapalli Firka except Adivivanapalli, 

Balanepalli, Irkiguda, Kollapalli, Mudimanikyam, 

Narsapur, Tallaveerappagudem, Wadapalli, Vecrala- 
palem. All villages except Yadagarpalli of Miriyal- 
guda Firka. 

Tallanurapa, Balanipalli, Adtidumulapalli, Huzumagar 
Taluk : — kalmalcheruvu firka villages : .Tanpadu, 

Ravipad. Huzurnagar firka ; — Except villages 
Kondapur, Kollur, Medaram, Madhavagudem ham- 
let of Kondapur in Hazumagar firka. 

4, — do — ■ Huzumagar Range. All villages except Huzumagar and hamlets, Adloor 0-12 60 Kg. 

and hamlets Chintiyala and hamlets, Ephcl, Mada- ares, 
ram, Mallacheruvu, Gudimalkapuram, Gundlapalli, 

Mcttcmpalli and hamlets, Pedaveedu and hamlets, 

Nemilipuri, and hamlets, Revoor, Raghunathapalem, 

Tammaiam, Reballi, Vazinapalli, Vallatur, Chowta- 
palli, Mallareddigudem, Dondapadu. 

5. —do— Devarakonda Devarakonda Firka ; All villages except BoddupaUi, 0-12 60 Kg. 

Parmatpalli, Kommepalli, Chaudampet Firka. All ares 
villages except Gundlapalli, Gundlapalli Firka. 

All villages except Koppole, Bollaram, | Moosangi, 

Ohanpalli, Bhcemampalli, Pedamungal Firka, All 
villages except Pulicheila. 

Peddadevalpalli Firka : — All villages except Kannekal, 

Tummadam, Abhangapuram, Vempadu. 
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T'ifka Radiigu : -All vi/lagci except Hyd/apur, Pulli- 
mamidimarcpjlli, Annaram. 

Chilakurthi Firka : — All villages except Buddapalli, 

Kemepalh, Ghanapalli, Bheemmanapealli, Koppcl, 

Yacharam, Ramadugu, Srinadhapur. Marpalli, Erra- 
balli, Ihrahimpet, Palcm, Turkapalli, Vootkoor, 

Velmagudcm, Ancnula Peddavaram. 

6. IDO. ITI Bhongir Range Motakandur Firka :—Hhongir, Thurkapalli, Bommala- 

ramniavaram. All these 4 (four) firka.s are of Bhon- 
gir Taluk of Nalgonda District. 

7. IDO, III Hydera- Tandur IR. F.i. tiro Tandur Range (Kodangal of Mahaboobnagar 0-12 60 Kg. 

had. Dist. and Tandur of Hyderabad Dist). ares. 

8. do- Saroornagar I.R. Whole of Ibrahimpatoam Taluk except Adipatla village, —do — ■ — do- 

whole of Hyderabad West Taluk, whole of Hydera- 
bad Fast Taluk except Turkayamjal, Nadrigal, Turn, 

Ffayathnagar, Kuntlur, Peda Amberpet villages of 
Hayatnagar firka. 


9 , —do— Vikarabad T.R. Whole of Vikarabad Firka except pulimamidi, Datta- —do- - — do- 

pur, Chittibedda, Vatlimesnapalli, Lingampalli, 

Nagireddipalli, Madireddipalh, Siddalur, Ethirajana- 
palli, V'olkonda and its Hamlets. 

Whole of Gutimukkala Firka, whole of Devar Firka 
except Ebharm-, whole of Kothapallr Firka except 
Ycnkipalli, Kothapalli, Annaram, Burwad and its 
hamlets, Billapad, Bimtharara, Malasomaram. 


T, Warangal fDO 

2. — do— 

3. —do — 

4. ■ — ^do — ■ 

5. - do— 

6 --do— 

7. — do— 


8. — do— 


IDO. Warangal 


Jangaon MOR of 
Warangal District. 

Nernietfa Firka, Jangaon Firka, Cherial Firka, Rebarti 
firka, Kodakandia Firka, Chennur Firka, of Jangaon 
Taluk and Atmapur firka of Ramannapet Taluk of 
Nalgonda District. 

—do— 

— do— 

Etturnagai'am Range 

Whole taluk of Muliig consisting of Mulug, Ghanpur, 
Chalvai, Etturnagaram and Mangapet firka. 

— do— 

-“do — 

Mahbubabad Range 

The whole of Mahbubabad taluk. 

— -do — 

— do— 

Narsarapet 

Nakkonda and Duggamdi firkas 

— do — 

—do— 

Ydlandu 

Sujatnagar, Singareni and Garla firkas of Yellandu 
taluk. 

— do — 

-.-do— 

Bhadrachaianr 

Range. 

Whole of Bhadrachaiam firka and Gowridevepet firka 
of Bhadrachaiam taluk. 

— do — - 

— dO'- 


Kuknoor Whole of Kuknoor firka consisting of the following 

villages Repakagommu, Narlavaram Thatkur, 

Chigurmamidi, Kothur, Katkur, Siddaram, Koida, 

Tekkupally, Kcsarani. Tekur, Kakesnur, Paranta- 
palli, Tirumalapuram, Rudramkola, Gummugudem, 

Ramchandrapuram, Dachavaram, Kuknoor, Kiw- 
waka, Mmadubaka, Viry'aram, Madavaram, Chera- 
valii, Damarcherla, Arnaipalli, Polavaram, Konda- 
palli, Kondinyarauthi. 

Cherla All the villages of Dumrnagudem Firka of Bhadracha- —do— - do 

lara Taluk and Cherla Firka of Nagur Taluk. 


Kunavaram Kunavaram Firka of Bhadrachaiam taluk consisting — do— —do — 

of the following villages ; — 

Lillavai, Bhimavaram, Merrigudem, Chuchirevulo, 

Ballur. Karakgudem, Gommugudem, Kumaras- 
wamygudem (KS. gudera) Gunnayyavarigudem, 

Kondaigudem, Laximipuram, Jaggevarara, Kondara- 
jupet, Repake, Bhagavanpuram, Komniuru, Chetlik, 

Chidumuru, Chine Arkakar, Peda Arkur, Jellagum- 
mttr, B.O. Kodumur, Lingapur. 
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10 , Warangal IDO. Kagaznagar l.R Entire area of Sirpiir taluk and Asifabad taluk. 0-12 60 Kg. 

11, —do— Khammam IR, Khammam, Tallampadu, Subled, Palair T, Palair II, ares 

Gokinapalli, Chintakaiii. Khammam I'irka 
Khammam, Burthanpur. Danavaigudcm, Mallclama- 
dugu. Ramaniiapet, Khammanchid, Nured. Paptpally 
Chimmapudi, Manchukonda, Earlapudi. Mallcpalli, 

Chmlakunltir, Gowakunti, Singarayapalem, Gun- 
dramayeru, Mallepalli, Kanjarla, Tummalapalli, 

Tamkclla, Ammcpalcm, Yelgumallc, Vciikatayapalcm 
Epikuntia, Rcghunadhapalem, Koyachalaka. 

Rcgulachalka, Ballepalh, Khanapurhaveli, Palla- 
banda, Sivavcnkatapuram. 

Tallampadu Firka Tallampadu, Mungapalli, Kusu- 
manchi, Pocharam, Tellachcru, Chegomme, Jella- 
cheruvu, lyTaddulapalli, Byomoguda Kondapuram, 

Arompulal, Kokkincni, Arekodc, Tlrumalaypalem, 

Kachirajugudem, Thangampadu, Gundurupadu, 

Thirdhala GoUapadu, Venkayapalcm, Polcpalli, Pal- 
Icgudcm, Muthugudem. yeddulapuram, Taldarpalli, 

Gunalapadu. 

Subled Firka r— Sublcd, Mohammadpuram, Patarla- 
padu, Tippaieddigudem, Jallepalli, Hyderashahipeta. 
yoddillachcru, Pindiprolu, Tellapadu, Beerolc, Ban- 
garpalli, Mcdithipalli. Asnabad Laxmidesarapalh, 

Bachodu, Chavatappalli, Gayalandapalli, Rajaram, 

Pyanampalli, Sholipuram, Mii.jantipuram, Kekarvai, 

Raghunadhapuram, Jupoda. 

Palair Firka 1 : — Nolakondapalli, Dachapalli, Menda- 
kalam, Vallabhl, Mallavaram, Kongara, Budhavaram, 

Charumadharam, Bairampalli, Pynampalli, Tirumal- 
puram, Singarcddypalem, Achanlaguda, Kanayaguda, 

Areguda. 

Palair Firka Tl Palair, Ji^uraopet, Gattrisingaram, —do — — do— 

Nclaptla, Mallepalli, Rajcsbwarapuram, Mundra- 
jupalli, Bodulabounda, Ramachandrapuram, Sundar- 
palli, Chaiinavaram, Jakkapalli, Pariasingaram, Raj- 
upet, Easwaramadharam. Marduraigudcm, Bhonga- 
thudu, Naikalguda. 

Gokkinapalh Firka ; —Gokkirepalli, Kutukur, Mada- 
pur, Yedavalli, Laxinipuram, Dhaniapalli, Maddu- 
palli, Venkatapuram, Mudigonda, Swarnapurami 
Gudimclla, Bundurangapalli. Khanepur, Cheruvuna- 
dhavaram, Pamur, Miithavadu, Vallapurkondapalli, 

Ammepet, Kakalapur, Gandherisin, Banepurara, 

Anesagaram, Manchugudem, Oonclaguda, Narasa- 
pur, Ghancpur, Chandrapur. 

Cbantakanl Firka Chintakani, Narasimhapur, 

Nereda, Latchagudem, Ananthasagar, Damalapuram 
Basavapuram. Kodumur, Vandanan, Lingogudem, 

Bthankuntal, Gupavaram, Pallepadu, Duddupadu, 

Munagala, Gopathi, Kondanandamudu, Kacharam- 
haveli, Nagilikonda, Proddulur, Rckarada, Pathala- 
padu, Nagulavancha, Manduvakad, Timmanaripa- 
Icm, Mallcpalli, Pandillapalli. 

12, Warangal IDO. Warangal MOR. Atmakur Firka of Warangal Taluk -Kothaghat, —do— -do-. 

Atmakur, Koyaguda, Ghontapalli, Agrarampad, 

Kommal, Murroy, Potrajpalli, Gorrukunta, Vasan- 
tapura. Hasanaparty Firka of Warangal Taluk : 

Devenapet, Jayagiri, Yellapur, Pemburthi, Nagaram, 

Sudenpalli, MallarcddipaUi, ArvapalU, Siddapur, 

Kogilvoy, Venkatapur, Surigrajpalli, Ladella, Obula- 
ptir, Pesaragonda, Malaktret. 


97 01/77-5 
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13. Warangal IDO. 

14. Do. 

15. Do. 


16. Do, 


17. Do. 

18. Do. 


HanmakoRdfi Firica of Warangal Taluk. : Vanga- 
pad, Nekkallapalli, Ehmala, Laxmipur, Dubbakunta, 

Mcmnoor, Rangasaipet, Alipur, Shampet, Bhatpalli, 

Anwarpct, Kardaparthi, Somidl. Taralapalli. 

Sangam Flrka of Warangal Taluka : Mummidivaram, 

Narlavoi, Elugur, Ramachandrapuram, Shupoor, 

Lohltha, Gopannpalli, Vadlakonda, Konkapak, Enu- 
gula, Jamalapoorc, Pcdanckkonda, Annaram. Wai- 
dhannapet Firka of Warangal Taluk Katrial, 

Ravoor, Kotidapoor, Ghatikal, Ookal, Jagannathapur. 

Sannur, Mylaram, Raiparlhy, Moripiral, Pothroddi- 
palli, Bhuranpalli, Tirumalaipalll, Kolanpalli, Kon- 
dur, Kesavapur. Ganravaram, Ramavaram, Daman- 
pet, Detipalli, Bandavatpur, Kistapuram. 

Ghanpur, Firka of Warangal, Taluk:— 0-12 60 Kg. 

Tigatmam, Thandarapalli, Thimmapet, aros,, Nambi- ares, 
gonda, Viswanatpur, Slvcnepalli. Ghanpur, Paniruru, 

Nashkal, Dharmapur, Chiimapcndyal, Ketampalli, 

Rajavaram, Kothapalll, Pallagutta, Thatikonda, 

Fatepur, Krishnajigudcni, Chilpur, Thatikeyala, Ven- 
katadripet, Malkapoor, Lingampalli, Srccpathapali. 

Inolc Firka of Warangal Taluk: — AUabad, Timma- 
pur, Obbalapur, Shampalli, Suraravu, Koonachalam 
Kakiralapalli, Inolc, Uppatpalli, Singaram, 

Venkatapur, Kanuparthi, Vanamala, Raghunalha- 
palli, Uppugal, Timmapet, Dharmaaagar Firka of 
Warangal Taluk-Kondapur, Peechara, Gundlasagar, 

Mallikundulla, Soudispalli, Narayangiri, Valair, 

Mupparara, Madapalli, Ananthasagar, Unlkicherla, 

Dharmasagar, Yellcurthi, Madikonda, Rajpoor, 

Janakipoor. 


Sathupalli Range. All villages in Vemsur, Lankapalli. and Kallur Firkas 
of SattaiHiapalli Taluk of Khammam Dist. 

Kothagudem Range. Kothagudem, Palwaocha and Chandrukonda revenue 
firkas of Kothagudem taluk, 

Venkatapuram, Entire Nugur Firka, Cherla Firka, Alubaka, Anbanne- 
gudem, Bandegudem, Bordcpuramidoli, Edvie, Ek- 
anagudem, Kondapuram, Monavarigudeni, Narsi- 
eddygudom, Voerabhadravarani, Ramachandra- 
puram, Kathigudem, Thamiparthi, Surondur, 
Rammjupiu-am, Sirkdanka. Thadepalli, Patha- 
puram and Palem villages. 

Burgampahad. NcHipaka Firka (Burgampahad taluk): Burgampahad 

firka, Burgampahad taluk. All the villages except 
Yenanbilc, Baugaruohilaka, Sridhra, Vcluru/Amara- 
vuram, Boyyaram Firka: Burgampahad taluk: All 
villages except Chonimella, Karagudem and Bayya- 
ram. 


Madlra Madira Firka, Yerrupalem Firka: Wyra Firka, Tallodc 

Firka, Ravinuthala Firka of Madira Taluk, except 
two villages Mustikuntla and Chirunomula. 

Parkal IR Mogullapalli Firka of Parakal Taluk: — Kalikota, 

Kalavapalli, Giddamuttaram, Garvilaipalli, Rag- 
havapur, Velchal, Ramakrislinapur, Pangidipalli, 
Oummadivalli Tekumatla, Ramakrishnapuram 
(Tekumtia) Anku.sapur, Somannepalli, Kailapur, 
Nawabhet, Chityala, Thirumalapur, Mogullapalli, 
Mulkalapalli, Parlapalll, Pedakomatipalli, Akna- 
palli, Raghavareddypet Vellampalli, Kundanapalli, 
Empad, Bornapally, Venkataraopalli. Pothugal 
Korikshala, Dutiliyal. 


— Do— 


-Do- 
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Madatapalli Firka of Parkal Taluk:— 

Vencharam, Ncredpelli Naiupak, Vajcneyapalli, 

Gorlabad, ICompalli, Jangaid, Bhopalpalii, Kamala- 
piir, ChikinypalU. Rampur, Bhumnagar, Pambapur, 

Nogaram, Azamnagar, Dandipampula, Dudekala- 
palli. Dcekashakunta, Gollabuddaram, Azamnagar, 

Nandigama, Bayyakkapct, Oudadpalli, Dhontapalli, 

Uduthala, Kottapalli, Madathapalli, Jookal, Challa 
Gariga, Musimparthy. Chainpak, Jadalapet, Gopal- 
pur, Ponagal. 

Parkal Firka of Parkal Taluk: — Kodavalancha, 

Raniannaguda, Baghirathipct, Regonda, Damma- 
nnapct, Chcnnapur, Parkal, Raiparthy (Narasakka- 
pet), Puligilla, Verikola, Narlapur, Mettapalli, Gun- 
dlakiurthi, Moslapalli, Kdicilla, Gudipad, Anku- 
sapur, Mcdaramtla, Rangapur, LaXmipuram Repak, 

Lingala, Kamiparthy, Pydipalli Nagaram, Malak- 
pet, Vonkatapur, Ispeta Vcmulapalli. Shayampcl 
llrka of Parkal Taluk: -Cherlapalli, Chowtaparthy, 

Nadikuda, Madharam, Pedakodapak, Chinakoda- 
pak, Jaggayyapet, Tirumalagiri, Sultanpur, Jam- 
shadbagpet, Katrepally, Konararaopet, Kotha- 
palli, Polaram, Mudanoor, Nccrukula, Kataspur, 

Honsebuzang, Ncradpalli, Hussainpalli, Pathipak, 

Shyampet, Kottagattu, Singar, Thirpur, Gatlakam- 
parthy, Pocharam, Sarvapur, Kowklnda, Dhar- 
maram, Kantatahmakur, Mustyalapalli, Vcllam- 
palli, Kamarcddipalli, Koppula, Vasanthapur, Don- 
galalingaram, Mylaram. 

Yelkaturthy firka of Huzurabad Taluk: — Dharmara- 
jupalli, Desircqupalli, Ookal, Kanipartby, Timma- 
pur, Baopet, Yelkathurthy, Demera, Mulkaloor, 

Koppur, Jeelguda Penchika lapet, Komdugula, 

Veeranarayanapur, Kotbulanaduna, Dandepalli, 

Surarara, Vallabhapur, Gopalpur, Kottapalli, 

Yerabally. Veogaram Firka of Huzurabad 
Taluk: — Gudisal, Amangurthy, Manikyapur, 

Bhimdevarapalli, Muttaram, Mustafapur, Kann- 
arani, Katkur, Mallampalli, Mirzapur, Oma- 
pur, Aknoor, Ghanapur, Bommakal, Ratnaglri, 

Qatlanaraslngapur, Kothakonda, Mallaram, Chova- 
palli Vangarara, Ralkal, K«shaniapur. 

19. Warangal IDO. Aswaraopet All the villages comprising Aswaraopet and Damntana- 

peta Revenue Flrkas of Sathupalli. 


AREA TO BE EXEMlTED UNDER RULE 15 AND 16 OF CENTRAL EXCISE RULES 1944 

I.D.O. ANANTAPUR 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) 


1, I.D.O. Anantapur Tadapatri Putlur Firka of Tadipatri Taluk of Anantapur Dist, 0—12 60 Kg. 

2 . Do. Banaganapalli I.R. Dornipadu, Chagarajuvondla, Flrkas of Koilakunta areas 

of Kurnool Diet. 

Durichedue, Yengaishpallc' Golkpalem, Alvall- 
pad, Pcrambolapalero, Bodanampadu, Kuta- 
mvaripalem, Pottapadu West Norayapalem, Byya- 
vacam, Dekatikonda, Peddavaram, Arulemanda, 

W. Naidupalcm, N.S.P. Aggrabaram, Kalla Vill- 
ages of Tallur, Firka, Tallum, Rajanagaram, Mal- 
kapuram, Madneraram, Somvarapadu, E. Gonga- 
varani, Kothapalcm, Sivaramapuram, Mandloms 
E. Naidupalem Peddarayapadu, Thammalur, Man- 
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9. I.D.O. Anantapur Banagana 
Pall 1. K.— ConclJ. 


CuJdapah F.S. of 
Cuddapah MOR 

Rayachoti FS of 
Cuddapah M.O.R. 
Kadii-i IR 

I.D.O. Ananiapur Oooty I.R. 


Adoni Range 


I.D.O. Anantapur Adoni Range 


Anantapur Railge 


nepalli, Vempadu, Shankarapuram, Polevaram. 
Zammalamadcka, Edem, Purimetla, Vomparale, Bottc- 
palli, Chintaiapudi, Vamlc, Vonile Lands, Gan- 
ganapalem, Nupullepalli, Boppidivaripalem. Gaga- 
daripalli of DonakondaFirka Villages ofPothakaom 
Firks, Dorakayalepadu, Nagabotlapalern, Pampu- 
guUc, Boddikumpadu, Rajatnpalli, Lakkavaram, 
E. Veerayapalem, Singannapalem, Bethakkarde- 
varipalcm of Darsi Taluk of Nellore Dist. 

Whole Badewel Taluk except Poi uma Mills and KaJa- 
sapadu Firkas whole of siddavant Taluk except Kon- 
duru and Obulatn Firkas. 

Complete Taluk of Rayachoti 

Entir Gunjapalli Firkas except Patnam & Nagireddi- 
palli villages (Kadiri Taluk & Anantapur Dist.) 

Whole of Gooty Firka excluding the villages G. Anan- 
tapur, Turakapalli Kottapota, Virupapuram, Avula- 
palli, Raviludiki and Konapuram, Whole of Naga- 
samudram, Maniaderu, Khadepet, Hariiimpalli, 

P. Korragudi. 

Deverapalli, Oulimikondla, Kalapurain, Edun, Akk- 
ajamapalli, Abbidoddi. Whole of Pamidi Firka 
excluding the villages Pamdi, Pogarum, Tamballa- 
palli, Mallcnipalli, Gajarampalll, Nceluni, Mcdi- 
takulapalli, Peddavedugain, Chinnavadugain, Mid- 
thur, Ramarajupalli, and dimmagudi. 

Whole of Timmanachcral Firka, excluding the villages 
Guntakal and Timmanacherla, Uravakonda, Sub. 
Taluq whole of Uravakonda Firka excluding the vill- 
ages Uravakonda, Mirinetha, Rayampalli, Nimbe- 
gal, Oadekal, Donekal, Valpumadugu, Kadadara- 
banch, Gadekal, Pcddaiottala. 

Whole of Vajrakarur Firka excluding the villages Vajra- 
karuni, Chobala, Poliki, Pattadu, Manchanabal, 
and Konakoodia, P.C. Papili, Oulyapalem Chaya- 
puram, Kamalpadu. 

Tadapatri Taluqs whole of Yadiki Firka, excluding the 
village Rayalacheruvu, Tutrapalli, Vemulapadi, N. 
Thimmapuram, Uadiki, Obulapuram, Uppalapadu, 
Nitoor, and Brahmanapalli. 

Adoni Taluq : Wholeof Adoni Firka, Whole of Kasagi 
Firka, Whole of Kotthalam, Firka except Halvi, Saj- 
jalagudam, Satanur village. Whole of Vemmiga- 
nur Firka except Enugubala village. Whole of 
Nandavaram Firka except Chilakaldona, Mellah 
somapuram, Kanakaveedu village. Whole of 
Peddathumabalam Firka. 

Alu Taluk : Whole of Alur Firka except Aikora, Har- 
dagiri, Halahari, Virupallshpuram, Hatebelgal and 
MolagavalH villages. Whole of Holagundi Firka 
except Chinnagonehal and Lingudaballi village. 
Whole of Peddapolur Firka except Benegerl Hallgeri 
and Hohrapurani villages. Whole of Chippagiri 
Firka except Kaminihal and Nemakal villages, 

Anantapur Taluk: Whole of Anantapur Firka, whole 
of Narpala Firka, Whole of Kuderu Firka. Singa- 
remala Firka, Kallur, Konampalli, Illur Kallamadi, 
Tarlmala, Salahamcheruvu, Rachapalli. UllihaUur, 
Sodimapalli, Singanamala, Narasapuram, Akuledu 
Cheklayapef, Pervali, Blur, Challapai and Kori- 
paUI. 


0.12 60 Kg, 

ares 

n M 

ij I* 
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Bukhaclicrla Firka; Kurugunta, Kaniarpalli, SatTc- 
lakalava, Medegubha, Sanaapalacherla, Goridindla, 

Bukkacheila, Alampur, Brahman-Ycliiru Hama- 
papuram, Mannilc, Gondiieddipalli, Emmapauti, 

Vcpacherla. 

Beluguppa Firka : Ankamapalli, Jccdepalli, Dude- 
kuiita, Kalavapalli, Hanimiraddipalli, Revcnapalli 
Brahmanapalli, Yelayalavanka, Badavati, Avclanna, 

Hudigumme, Flulikallu, Mallikkharjunapalli, Kona- 
purain and Tagguparli. 

Whole of Kalyanadurgc Firka. Whole of Brahrnasa- 
inudram Firka except Beluguppa, YeiTagudi and 
Gangavarm Villages. 

Dharniavarra Range. Dharmavaram Firka, whole of Dharmavarm Firka 
excluding the villages Dodluk, Nasanakota, Mada- 
puram, and Somaravandlapalli, Narasampallj, Whole 
of Medapuram firka. Whole of Ramagiri firka. 

Whole of Kanaganipalli Firka. Whole of Kana- 
ganipalli Firka. Whole of Tadimarri, Firka. 

Penukonda Taluk, Whole of Penukonda Firka Whole 
of Kotlachcruvii firka. Whole of Bukkapatnam 
firka. Whole of Reddam Firka. except Palipi 
village. 

Kalyandurg Taluq. Whole of Kundurpi Firka except 
Wulakaledu, Chintarlapalli, Khairevu, Konkur, 

Kardipalli, Cherlapalli, Kundm-pi and Jambuguin- 
palli village whole of Kambadur Firka except Enu- 
maladoddi and Balavenkatapuram, )i/o Thimma- 
samudram village. Entire Penukonda Taluk is al- 
ready exempted undcrRule 15 and 16 of Central Ex- 
cise Rules 44 and requires no alteration, 

Madakasira Range. Nfadakasira Firka village to be notified : Kokaihi, 0.12 60 kg, 

Rallapalli. Melavoy, areas Govindapuram, Mada- ares 
kasira, Amidalagondy, Chandakacherla, Ramanta- 
purani, Kallumarii, Mabur, Yenabomtnanahalli, 

Haresamudram, Kodiganahalli and Chatram villages, 

Baullasamudram, Oowdanahallk 

Hcinavathi Frika villages to be notified ; Aniarapurani, 

Nidraghatta, Gudibanda, Chigaluipi and Kutengan- 
genahalli, Tainidehalli, Karikera, Rolla Firka ; 
villages to be notified : Konagallu, Kaki, Didderi, 

Ratnagiri, Folia and Narasambudi, Rayapuram, 

Bydegcre, S. Flulhkera, Kodihalli. 

Hindupur Range. Flindupur Taluk : Whole of Hindupur Firka except 
Hindupur, Chowlur, Mydigula whole of Gorantal 
Firka, Whole of Chilamathur Firka, Whole of Parigi 
Firka, except Pariji, Vittapalli, Pydetli, Yerragunta 
and Utukur village and sirikolam. 

Rayadurg Range. RayadurgFiika (villageto be notified) Belodu.Bomma- 
kkapalli, Bhupasamudram, Gummagatta, Hoshalli, 

Kalagodu, Kenchempalli. Rangasamudram villages. 

Kankal Firka (village to be notified) Yapala, N, 

Nammapuram, Kanekal, Flylarampalli, Peddahur- 
kuntla. Nagireddipalli, Rachamarri, Rarnapuram. 

Meenaballi, GarudlChedu, and Thumbiganur vill- 
ges, Junjunampalli, Ffarihal Firka (villages to be 
notified) Kalyam, Pulikcl, Hlradal, Jajrahal, Kedular 
Kalngonahalli, Laxipuram, Lingamanahalli, Moda- 
naballi, Malpcnagudi, Nagalapuram, Obulapuram, 

Pulakurthy, Siddapuram. Somalapuram, S. Hosolli, 
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Nemakal and Doddagattam, Bommahal flrka : 

Whole of Bommanhal Firka except Ganigera village. 

Darga Honnur, Vcrragunta and Vyapuram. 

Rajampet FS of Whole of Chitvel firka, whole of Kodui- Firka, whole 
Cuddapah M.O.R. of Nandalur Firka, whole of Obili Firka except 
Pondalur village, whole of Pullampel hrka, except 
Vottalur Tippaipalli and Mittamidipalli, villages 
whole of Rajampet firka except Varadoih-garipalli & 

Kuchivaraipalli villages. 

Proddutur FS of Whole of Proddutur Taluk except Chinnasettipalli & 

Cuddapah M.O.R, Velavalll. 

r.D.O. NiZAMABAD 

1, IDO Nizamabad Narsapur FSO Sangareddi Taluk except SadHsi\pe( and Makteswa- 0.12 ares 60 K.G 

Medak MOR ram Firkas. Whole of Medchal Tq. Sahkarpalll 

Firka of Chevalla Tq. 

2, ,, FSO Medak Whole of Medak, Ramayainpet, Narasingi firkas. 

Medak MOR Whloe of Shankarampef & Yeldurlhi Firkas. 

3 . ,, Nizamabad MORI Entire Bodhan I-arka of Nizamabad Tq. except 

Saloor and Jadi. Entire Renjial Firka except 
villages Kopparga, Kondakurthi, Neela and Borgam 
Entire Yedapalli, Mosra, Rudniru, Katagiri, Path- 
angal Firkas except Kolluni and Kodechania, 

Entire Nizamabad Firka except Kamjar, Entire 
Dichpalli Firka except Dichpalli, Damma- 
ram, Bardipur, Ncdipalli and Arepalli. Entire 
Simppalli, Bineln, Kalladi and Maklur Firkas except 
Kesapor. 

4 . „ Audbole Medak Entire Jogipet flrica except Jogipet, Andhole, Saiban- 

MOR pet, MasonpalU, Kokokal, Thadamahoor, Aksana- 

palli Maslapur, Maixsanpalii, Dhananpalli, Annaaa* 
gar, Posanpet, Dhakur, Nadilapur, Brahmanapalll, 

Kansanpalli Yerrasan, Ramsanpalii, Nandgula 
villages. Entire Choutkur Firka except Almaipct, 

Sultanpur, Sirampet, Gangoloor, Issoglpet, Kodoor, 

Minpur, Pulkal, Pocharam, Muddaipet, Singur, 

Peddareddypet, Basvapur, S. Itkyal, Singurc, 

Singiipet, and Muddimani. Entire Divnur Firka 
except Pothulguda, Chcvcila, Hounapur, Regodc, 

Manpalli, Jagtial Khadirabad villages. 

Entire Shankarampet Firka except Elladugu village. 

Entire Tekmal Firka except Kusamgi, Bandepur 
Budamalapalli, Chilve Villages. Entire Firka of 
Paparnmapet, Entire firkas of Narayankhcd. 

Kangiti, Yelgoi, Goulhapur, Chimehed villages. 


5, 

Yellareddy Medak 
MOR 

Areas of Yellareddy, Banswada and Madnoor Tqs, 
to be exempted. 

6. 

Kummarapalli Kora- 
tla MOR 

All villages of Morthad, Valpur, Sirkonda, Bempal, 
firkas except Wadi, Chengal villages. 

6. (a) .. 

Huzurabad 

Huzurabad firka in Huzurabad Tq. Yellak, Huzura- 
bad except Chelpoor and Singapoor. 

7. 

Siddipet 

Siddipet Tq. : Whole of Siddipet Firka, Whole of 
Dubbok. Firka, whole of Rajagopalpct Firka. 
Whole of Kondxptt-k.Firkas, whole of Kommat Firka, 

8. 

Earlmnmgar 

Entire' Firkas of Karimnagar Choppadandi, 
NuslaJptir Indurthi Kohida, Husnabad. 

9. 

Peddapalli 

Entire’ Firkas of Sultanabadt Ke.saram, Medaram, 
Chegagan, Peddapalli, Ramagundam. 
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10 IDO Ni/amabad Manthaiii Entiic Kamapui of Pcddapalli Tq Manthanifirka 

of Manthani Tq • Kasipet, Gupjupodurgu. Uppatla, 

Nagaram, Villochararam, Khanapur, Khan 
Saipet, Venkatapur Mallaram, Sarnapalli, 

Nagipalli, Adivisomanapalli, Chmnaodelu, Peddao- 
delu, Oopalapui, IChaminampalli, Gaddiapalli, 

Gamnur, Lukkpur, I’utlapaka, Kannal, Pandqla- 
palli, Angathur Manlhani, Eglaspur, Bhattpalli, 

Dharmaram, Arindu, Sn4urlapaUi 

Manthani Daiparakunta Firka of Manthani Tq . Vallamkunla, 

VlJasnagar, Damaiakunta, Guntrojpalk, Annaram, 

Taligadda, Sandruppaili, Nagipally, Palgula, 

Kuluwaram, Kannapalli, Mtttapalli, YodlapaJi, 

Rcgapura Veerapuram Gutnmalapalli, Dcvara- 
mpalli, Dharmasagar, Mallararn, Udupulancha, 

Adivarnipot, Regulagiideni, Birusara, Kudiirpally, 

Kothapot, Gangaram, Mahadevapur Firka of Man- 
thani Tq Mabdevpur, BrahmanpaJli, Bommapur 
Elckeswaram. Beglur, Suraram, Laxmipur, Medo- 
gada, Rapullckota, Ki'taraopet, Mettapaliy, 

Pcddatnpct, Lunkalagadda, Garallapally, Penkena, 

Palimela Boyapalcm, Survaipct, Timmali, Medi- 
gudda, Neelampaily, Krstapur, Kamanpally, 

LingampaJly, Modedu, Bhimanpaliy. 

Chmhakar Firka of Manthani Tq. : Kotaram, Garc- 
pally, Rudraram, Lothapally, Regulagudem, Buy- 
yaram, Chinhakam Pratapugiri, Chinnapally, 

Danavada, Kanuvalapally, Kodampet, Polaram, 

Singaram, Vemanpally Pragadapally, Bhilpally, 

Korkigonta, Mutkarani, Potharam, Venchineni- 
pally, Gandhikumuram, Sundrvajpet, Nellagunta, 

Motullapalli, Nasturpalli Pochennapaili, 

Tadicherla Firka of Manthani Tq. . Muchapet, 

Lukkaram, Midanitanda, Danapur, Veshanpalli, 

Sarwaram, Parapally, Mittaram, Odedu, Snram- 
pur Turlachcria, Kapuram, Mullaram, Chinatundla 
Diibbagatta, Pcda Tqndln Gandharla, Chen- 
gcdu, Karlakunta, Ansanpalli Sukravai ampct, 

Ankapalli, Ankesapur 

Kamanpur Fiika of Peddapalli Tq Jallaram, 

Siripnr Uppalakcsaram, Adrial, Rachapally, Skkc- 
pally, Budhavarampet, Adivarampct, Landnapur 
Mugala-Pahad, Rnjapur, Gundaram, Perepally, 

Rompikunta, Lmgal Nagaram, Penchkalpet, 

Maredupaka, Allur, Joolapalli, Nagepally, Rat- 
napiir, Maidpalli, Poninir, Kalwacherla, Kumun- 
pur 

Bliupathipur Firka of Jagtial Tq. , BomapalJi, 

Dcvciapalli, Ranga-Sagaram, Mangala, Kamnur, 

Talladharmaram, Kandipalli fArsikota) Chilla- 
palli, Gangatupalli, RechipalU, Laxrmdcvipalli, 

Gangapet, Nagnoor, LachakjietiKfstampet, AHipur, 

Upmadugu, Raikal, Muttapajli, Itkal, Regunte, 

VempaJh, Venk^vtewaraiaopct, Vadalaingipur, 

Chintiui, Kalkapur, Vastapur, Talvai, Vecrapui, 

Alur, KnmmaripalH. Animagipet, Bhupatlpur, 

Dharmagtpet. 
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11. IDO Nizamabttd Jagtial Koratia 
MOR 


Jagtial 


Koratia I SO 
MOR Koratia 


Buggaram Firka of Jagtial Tq. ; Raikulpalli, Are- 
palli, Doritakiir, Jalna, Rajaram, Dhatmapuri, 
Thimmapur, Raipatnam, Stambampalli, Valgatur, 
Bcersaim, Madniir, Ooppulapur, Buggaram, Chin- 
napur, Sarangapitr, Polharam, Battupalli, Bect pur, 
Narasimhappali, Thungur, Kalvai, Thigala, 
Dharmaram, Donoor, Thuinniinala, Kamalapur, 
Kothapalli, Nalgonda, Nagaram, Nirlla. 

Jagitial Firka of Jagtial Tq. : Pembatia, Arapalli, 
Hap-sipur, Somanpalli Kallada, Aagapitr, RcpaIJo, 
Thinimalapur, Tbrahimnagar, Batrajapalli, Zapta- 
pur, Vcldurthi. Ananthasagar, Chelgal or Chcl- 
ganti, Tatpalli, Morepalli, Kannapur, Koaapur, 
G.illapad, Takkalapalli, Anantaram, Anlaipur, 
Laxmipur, Dharmaram, Moft, Kanlapalli, 
Korea la, Tippanapel, Po1a.s, Thimi-napur, 

Gollapp illi Firka of Jagtial Tq. : Yasvantapur, 
Shckclia, Shrikonda, Luthunoor, Jagdevpet, .Shaka- 
pur, Kondapur, Gollakota, Atmakur, Nan- 
chorla, Pegadapalli, Englaipet, Hatkipalli, Lingapur, 
Raigerpatnam, Israjpalli, Valguraatia, Bokkiir, 
Abbapur, Dathnoor, Chondoll, Bhimarajupalli, 
La\mipiu, Ockonda, Thirumalapur, Aggimall, 
Ganrajpadugu, Gollapalli, Chilavakoduru, Mcdam- 
palli, Arevalli, Thalpalii, Balvantpur, Gurrapur, 
Nouiilikonda, Chippial, Kodimial Kondapur, Polh* 
aram, Thirmalapur, Suiyampet, Konapur, Sanivar- 
anipet, Oorregudem, Vadad, Vablapur, Rampur, 
Rajaram, Dharur, Narsigapur, Manal, Thakkala- 
palli, Sarvapur, Piiddur, Nechpalli, Ramasagar, 
Mudutaia, Nukapaili, Potharam, Mallial, Mutham- 
pet. 

Koratia Firka of Metapalli, Tq. : Velgonda, 
Maltapur Dharmajipalli, Gorrepalli, Gundcpalli Sat- 
aram, Mahatabpur, Promalla or Porandla, Kotla- 
kunta, Tuniberaopet, Maidpalli, Kondapur, Vellcm- 
palli Machapur, Gangaram, Nagulapet, Yekenpur, 
Kallur, Peddapur, Yasufoagar, Laxmipui’, Ramadas 
pet, Advimalapur, Dharmarain, Paidimadugu, 
Jogampcili, Chineractpalli, Mohanraopet, Gumula- 
pur, Koratia, lllapur, Chittapur, Madavapur. 
Sirikonda Firka of Mctpalli Tq. : Kalvakota, Ran- 
gapur, Kocharam, Venkatapurara, Nagogipet 
Govindaram, Pasnoor, Thurithy, Ambaripet, 
Kalikota, Potharam, Chintakunta, Bhushanrao- 
pet, Ootapalli, Atmakur, Pcgcria, Sirikonda, 
Thakkalappili, Damraanapet, Bhimarain, Ghambir- 
pur, Tandrial, Ippapalli, Posanipet, Dumpet, 
Katlapur, Nagaraallappakunta, Dulur, Bommena, 
Mannegodum, Lingampet. 

Mctpalli Fiika : Oblapur, Mogalpet, Sirpur, Raghava- 
pet, Muthampet, Vempet, Mctpalli, Chivalmaddi, 
Masaipet, Kondikarla, Ramalchakkapet, Rangara- 
pet, Rajoswararaopet, Kairapct, Dubba, Varslk- 
konda, Kommati kondapur, Eradandi, Molaram- 
pur Vcmulkurthi Yampur, Fakirkondapur, 
Thimmapur, Ibrahimpatnam Godur, Raidgunta, 
Ammakkapet, Venkataraopet, Maidpalli Lingapur 
VcIluUa, Ramachedrarampet, Vittampet Chitta- 
pur, Jagga.'iagar, Jagtial, 
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J2. IDO Nizamabad Gajwail Karimnagar Gajwail Firka of Gsywail Tq. : Except villages : 

MOR Beerugupalli, Dacharam, Sengatom, Pamanguda, 

Kodakondala, Tooparam fii ka of Gajwail Tq. ; 
Begumheta firka of Giijwail Tq. Mulur firka of 
Gajwail Tq, ; Warangal firka of Gajwail Tq. except 
Madaram, Masuapalli and Chandrapuragadda. 

13, „ Sircilla MOR Karim- Moccpalli firka of Sircilla Tq, ; Rudrarqi, Thimmapur 

nagar. Nookalamwi, Chokkapalli, Marripalli, Mallaram, 

Lingampalli, MalkapcI, Vollaram, Mamidipalli, 
Vasaipet, Handepalli, Sangul, Lingampet, Mallial. 
Chandurthi, Marrigadda, Anantapalli, Venkatam- 
palli, Modepalli, Hamraajipct Yangal, Jogapur 
villages. Vilasagar firka of Sircilla Tq. : Nalla- 
gonda, Thippaipalli, malkapur, Thadagonda, 
Booragupalli, Bompalli Villasngar, Narsingapur, 
Kothapet, Nanwada, Mallapur, Kudnrnapak, 
Shabashpalli, Vemulavada Vattmak Fazirlugar, 
Anantapalli, Varadavalli, Stambampalli, Shatraj- 
palli, Dundrapalli, Edurgatla, Korem, Sircilla 
firka of Sircilla Tq. : .layawuram, Thippapiir, Shan- 
kerpalli, Anpoor, Kodumunja, Tadiir, Venkatapur, 
Kottireddypalli, Dharmavaram, Marthanpet, Palli- 
makta Nagaram, Suddal, Marpal, Nampalli, Sircilla, 
Peddur, Bonan, Kulanoor, Ramannapet, Chandragiri, 
Thehakunta, Mustipalli, Ellanthakunta Firka of 
Sircilla Taluk. Chintaltana, Cheerlavancha, Kandi- 
katkoor, Pothur, Jawarpet, Galipalli, Thakkappli, 
Muskurampet, Rapalc, Gunduram, Anantagiri, 
Sirikonda, Dacharam, Pedalingapui' Ramajipet, 
Oblapur, Vallampatla, Vantadpala, Ellanthukufita, 
Jangareddypally, Thippapur Valdipur, 

Rahimkhanpet, Anantharam. Nerella Firka of 
Sircilla Tq. ; Buduepalli, Srampalli. Basvapur, 
Nerella, Barsimalapalli, Ramchandrapiir, Jillclla, 
Therlamaddi, Morrapur, Badankal, Mankunta, 
Maddihutita, Mustabad, Pothugal. Lingannapet, 
Oudur, Gudem, Avnoor, Pedira, Thurkapalli, 
Kasbokallor, obalapur, Venugopalpiir, Gandhilacha- 
pet, Gambhiraopet Firka of Sircilla Tq, : Ycllare- 
ddipet, Sarvaipet, Narayanpur, Kondapur, Bomda- 
Lingampalli, Chekode, Mallareddipct, Namapur, 
Morraipalli, Muchcrla, Kothapalli, Desaipet, 
Narmal, Sirigada, Kurdilingampalii, Kollainaddi, 
Samudralingapur, Korutlapet Niamanujapur, 
Chippalapalli, Gambhiraopet, Srinivasapur, Laxmi- 
pur Mu.stafanagar, Singaram, Dammanapet. 
Konaraopet firka of Sircilla Tq. : Gorantkal. Galsin- 
garam, Thimmapur, Gundaram, Madimalla, Adivi- 
padira Vcnapalli, Garjanapalli, Marrimadla, Lacha- 
pet, Kondapur, Venkatraopet, Nizamabad, Kan- 
garthi, Akkepalli, Dumala, Gollapalli, Boppapur, 
Vetrangpalli, Vattimalla, Nimmapally, Konaraopet, 
Sivangalapalli, Almaspur, Rajannapet, Kancherla 
Sircilla, Taluk, Ramagudu Firka : Aithcpalli, Ralla- 
palli, Vcnkataipalli, Narayanpur, Nandagiri, Narasi- 
mhalapalli, Namapur, Narsimhunipet, Gundi, Sara- 
veedypally, Thirumalapur, Cbippakurthi, Siramulu- 
palli, Fakirpet, Nagireddipur, Gangadhra, Kurkiyal, 
Achampalli, Gopalraopet, Sanagar, Ramadugu, 


97 GI/77— 6. 
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(1) (2) (3) 


14, I DO 
Nlzamabad 


Sadasivpet FSO 
MOR Medak, 

Mancherial 
Peddapalli 
FSO MOR 


1. Ncllore Division Nellore MOR 


Kavali l.R. 


3. ,, Kavali-ll l.R, 


4. „ Vinjamoof l.R. 


Pamur IR 


6. ,, Atmakur IR 


7. „ Kanigiri IR 


(4) (5) (6) 

Korattapalli, Mallapurani, Vedlra Islampur, Kista- 
pur, Elgandia Firka of Sircilla Taluk : Ganneiu- 
varam, Mylaram Madhapur, Khasimpet, Parvella, 

Wadlur Bcgampct, Gurkulakondupiir, Jangapalli, 

Veerapur, Pothugal, Sangani, Elagandia, Asifnagar, 

Gopalpur, Nagulmalyal, Gattubothkur, Velchal, 

Yaswada, Reddipalli, Kazipur, Kamanpur, Upper- 
malyal, Garshikurthi, Wady^ram. 

Whole of Zaheerabad Tq. Sadasivapet and Makthe- 
swaram, Firkas of Sangareddy Tq. and Mousin- 
pet and Marpalli Firkas of Vikarabad Tq, 

Luxethipet Tq. Firkas; Mancherial, Mandaniarri, 

Luxethipet, Dandcpalli, Jangaon, Chennur Tq.fir- 
kas Asuad, Jaipur. Nannal, Vemnapalli Parapally, 

Chennur. 

All the revenue firkas of Kowur Taluk of Nellor 0.12 60 Kg. 

District. All the revenue firkas of Nellore Taluk ex- 
cept Madamanui' village of Mahubolu Firka and 
Amancherla village of Nellore Firka viroor firka 
except obulayalapalli, Pathrapadu, Pelluru, Thur- 
pupatli village and Kaluvoy firka of Atumakur 
Taluk of NeUoro district except Nagalavellatur 
village. 

Whole of Kavali Firka, whole of Bhogole firka 
except Chamadala village, fludanugunta village 
and it’s hamlet’s of Jaladanki firka of Kavali Tq. 
of Nellore district. 

Whole 16 villages in Kaligiri firka (as per the juris- 
diction of Kavali II l.R.) Jaladanki Firka except 
the village of Brahmankaraka and it’s hamlets of 
of Kavali Tq. 

Kondapuram Firka, 5 villages viz, Tirunialapuram 
Sunnamvani Chintala, Madalanaidupalle, Turpu 
Boyamadugula, Turphunchannampalle of Udaya- 
giri firka. All villages of Chakalakonda 
firka, 4 villages (ie) Vinjamur, Ravipadu, 

Thamidipadu, Kattepalle of Vityamur' 
firka, 2 villages viz. Virur and Thrupupalem of 
Peddireddipalle Firka and all the village of Varigan 
tapadu firka of Udayagiri Tq. and all villages of 
Kondapuram firka and 9 villages viz, Chinnaannal- 
lur, Dubagunta, Kaligir, Nagasamudram, Ravulako- 
llu, Veeranakolu, Vcnkannapalem Krishnareddi- 
palem, Kudumaladinnepadu of Kaligiridumpla firka 
of Kavali taluk. 

All the revenue firkas of Pamur, Botlagudur, Vcli- 
gundla and Chandrasekarapuram of Kanigir Tq, 
of Prakasam District. 

All the revenue firkas of Annasamudram, Atmakur, 

Chinamana, Mahimalur, Anantasagaram of At- 
kur, Tq. Nellore Dt. Whole of Udayagiri Firka, 

Tapincncigunta firka of Udayagir Tq. of Nellore 
Dt. All the villages pertaining to Atmakur IR 
of Nandipadu firka, Vinjamur Firka, Peddireddi- 
palli firka, Chakalakonda firka, Varikuntapadu 
firka of Udayagiri Tq. of Nellore Kavali district. 

All the revenue firkas of Poddili Tq, of Prakasam 
District. Petta Allavalapadu Kanigir, Timmarcddi- 
palle firkas of Kanigir Taluq of Prakasam Dt. 


(7) 
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8, Nellore Division Darsi IR Darsi firka except the villages of Pothavaram, Kuri- 

chedu, firka except the village of Kurichedu, Dona- 
konda firka except the village of Aravallipadu, Potha- 
kanur firka except the vill^c of Lakkavarani Tai- 
lor, firka except the village of Tallur, Mundlamur, 

East-Naidupalem Itlapuram, Madhavaram and 
Polavaram Marella firka except the village of 
Makkinavariplcm, Thurpukhambampadu, Marella, 

Uppalapadu and Bhimavaram of Daxsi Tq. of 
Prakasam Dt. 

9. Nellore IDO Gudur IR All the revenue firkas of Karugonda Kota, Bollavolu 0,12 60 K,g. 

Thikkavaram, Vakadu and Gudur of Gudur Tq, 
of Nellore Dt. 

10. ,, Rapur IR All the revenue firkas of Panjam, Nagavolur, Jayam- 

pu Athivaram, Akkasamudram, Venkatagiri and 
Nemniallapudi of Venkatagiri Tq. Nellore Dt. 

Sydapuram firka of Rapur Tq. 

Nellore Dt. Rapur Firka except the village of 
Thanamcherla, Pokurpalli Changanam firka 
except village of Thurimerla, Podalakur firma 
except the villages of Podalakur, Kanupathi and Tho- 
deru, Chittalur firka except the villages of Kanupur- 
palli and Pedagopavaram, Dachur firka except the 
villages Chintapalamc, Penubarthy and Param- 
konda of Rapur Tq. Nellore Dt. Dakkili firka 
except the villages of Madhaviahpalem of Venka- 
tagiri Tq. Nellore Dt. 

11. „ Kalahaati FS of All the revenue firkas of Srikalahasthi Tq. 

Chittor MOR and Satyavedu Tq. of Chittor Dt, and Sul- 

peta Tq. of Nellore Dt, 

12, „ Tirupathi FS of All the revenue firkas of Chandragiri Tq. of Chit- 

Chittor MOR toor Dist, 

13, „ Madanapalli FS of Baimcddipalli firkas of Palamner Tq, Chittoor Dt. 

Chittoor MOR whole of Punganur, Rayalpets, Muthkur and 

Whole of Palamner Ramasamudram firkas of Punganur Tq. Chittoor 

Dt. Whole of Madanapalli east, Madanapalli West 
Pedatippasamudram firkas of Madanapalli Tq. 

Cliittoor Dt. Gattur firka except the village of 
Kothakota, flurakakayalakta firka except the vill- 
age Gudipalli, Somapalli, T. Sowda-Samudram 
and Mudinayunipalli of ■ Madanapalli Tq. of 
Chittoor District. 

14 „ Vayalapadu FS of All the revenue firkas of Voyalapadu, Madiincherla, 

Chittoor MOR Medikurthi, Piler, Garnimitta, Ycrravaripalem of 
Vayalapadu Tq. of Chittoor Dt. Chowdepalli, 

Sudum firkas of Punganur Tq. of Chittoor Dt, 

Thammaballapalli firka except the villages of 
Kotala and Zunzupenta of Madanapalli Tq. 

Cliittoor District. 

15, „ Kuppam IR All the revenue firkas of Kuppam East, Rallabud- 

gur, Vigelapuram of Kuppam Tq. Chittoor Dt. 

Kuppam West Firka except the villages of Peda- 
parthikunta, China Parthikunta, Boyanpalli, 

Sangenappali, Bugulapalli, Kodiganapalli, Malavani 
Kothur, Aiagumanipalli ChinagollapalH, Pedagolla- 
palli, Agaram, Dasimanipalli Onnapanyyanunlk- 
othur of Kuppam Tq. of Chittoor Dt. 

16. „ Chittoor I Section All the revenue firkas of Chittoor and Puttur Tq. of 

Chittoor Distt, 

[Notification No. 5/76/C,No.V/4-I/30/l43/67-UMP] 
S. K. SRJVASTAVA, Collector 
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1977 

(fTHfTT 3tr>T ftTW Tmir) 

• 

VTo 3357.— ^ Wlfo 

tjo 1^0 12 1977 fWlV llti >151 WWW 

fT>irt ; 

IE3: W vti trfVrf^, 1975 ( 1975 HT 4) *(5) 

tfTTT 4 «ift •' jquMj ( 4 ) am «rfwy1 «f5T jpT 

i>3iflw tf 7 TM< 'fnriT '«■■(.+ K ^5 ^rfruT Jrapw ^ ho 

ifiTo irfo 5417 ftHi>f5 17 ftHWiC, 1975 Sf 
HHtHH 4m5l — 

55TF5 Jr ipTl>f5 1 anr !rf2rfe: it, 

I'lHl tB jrftT5rrf*Fr ^jfirnrr, 5r»rfff: — 

" 1 . ir*T® 5n:=ra! wrfo irt, qiro — 

[ho 1 / 3 / 7 7-f 'fr/HHt-Vl] 

cTHo jfio jfHiwftnfrrft 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 

New Delhi, the 12th October, 1977. 

(TOBACCO INDUSTRY DEVELOPMENT CONTROL) 

S.O. 3357. — Whereas the Central Government has appoint- 
ed Shri S. Chakravarthy, IAS, to be the Chairman of the 
Tobacco Board with effect from the 12th October, 1977; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
siib-section (4) of section 4 of the Tobacco Board Act, 
1975 (4 of 1975). the Central Government hereby makes 
the following amendment in the Notification of the Govern- 
ment of India, in the Ministry of Commerce, No. S.O. 5417 
dated 17th December, 1975, namely ; — 

In the said notification, for Serial No. 1 and the entry 
relating thereto, the following shall be substituted, 
namely ; — 

“1. Shri S. Chakravarthy, IAS, 

Chairman 

[No. 1/3/77-EP (AGRI. VI)] 
N. K. GUPTA, Desk Officer 

2 9 4^5 Ti:, 1977/ 

SHo 3 358 — fJrilfH (•Mirnit PlMtS'JI wfuTTH*!, 

1963 ( 196.3 >FT 2 2) ^ HTTT 7 SRI sreTl Itf^RPTf f5T WPl 

JTl, IkHfpT u 541 K D'l hIh % RPlIu ^ ^ ssflnei 

fHiTH'n' wVr ffffPfr>r fmi fJrFfffJrfttH FfwTTjff 

BTR (t, wsrf^; — 

( 1 ) I'uilu xrBwTyr — 

tm 1 1 3 , 

HR^-4, 

( 2 ) pRk 'fiwnT, 

1 4 / 1-41, msm 
1, 

( 3 ) RrdspJT 
!fw It 

123, TtT, hJIW-6.- 


( 4 ) f-iOnTT srfHHmr — fterTl 

('TtHHt ffihrsr), 

3, HtA, •rPt TPT, 

51^ 1 1 U 0 0 S . 

(. 5 ) firirfH fNtWT WfWTDT — ifpifliT, 

U 51 R 11 irtifl 5fhr, 
iprfjmr, ■Ft^-ii. 

TOlkAii ; — Jr ' wvji i r rftrr Jr <p Ptr- 

fJrfem BTTTf if Jr ^ mp m Hfft WR 
? xrnfn: — 

(45) 4 ^ (?rrWY wT) 

( 1 ) Ff^THThr HlH (nFfl >Bnfr) 

[rfo 6( .in)/7 2-fHof5To ^ fHo Hij] 

New Delhi, the 29th October, 1977 

S.O. 3358. — ^In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
7 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 1963 
(22 of 1963), Ihc Central Government, hereby, recognises the 
following agencies for quality control and inspection of Ultra- 
marine Blue prior to their export, namely ; — 

(1) Export Inspection Agency — Bombay, 

Aman Chambers, 113, M. Karve Rond, 

Bombay-4. 

(2) Export Inspection Agency — Calcutta, 

World Trade Centre, 

14/ IB, Ezra Street, Calcutta-1. 

(3) Export Inspection Agency — Madras, 

World Trade Centre, 

123, Mount Road, Madras-6, 

(4) Export luspection Agency — Delhi, 

Municipal Market Building, (4th floor), 

3, Saraswati Marg, Karol Bagh, 

New Dclhi-1 10005, 

(5) Export Inspection Agency — ^Cochin, 

Manohar Building, Mahatma Gandhi Road, 
Ernakulam, Cochin-11, 

Explanation : — In this Order “Ultramarine Blue" shall 
mean the Ultramarine Blue of any or all of the following 
types, namely 

(u) Ultarmarine Blue (Technical Grade); 

(h) Ultra-marine Blue (Laundry Grade). 

[No. 6/40/72-EI&EP] 

VIo Mto 3359-^ — fHHfn (4«rtfH€r ItV 

1963 ( 1963>f5T 22) iff Efm 8 jm BW 451 BtfPl 4mr 

%57f)H HVfR, WlHH 457^ SWUPT 4r tITr ^7 
TTHPET Jr HRlfPl HR47 HTiiTT BHptfbfRW HRRT ^ 45T 

Bvniq 45'7d1 ^ PT '3(!l Ttftl-T TT PhT f^T^rprr 4T HRFTT 
RTT S 4^ hJi H47r wfirfhttH % xnfpT hJi stpi 41447 pTfMftr 
% whht trwT 5414711 ; 

wk HX47R ^ 5344 BTffiT 45t PtbIh f'f4a'4 

xrk Wkm) Prirtr, 1964 ^ fwr, 11 % HT-Pm ( 2 ) vf 
XT^flTT^TR fffirpT RiO'm'ji MptHi 47) fen I ^ ; 

*1^5 XTH '744 TB-PihH ®(r 41^4714 Jf 7R47R 744 BRTTT 

47T THTf HVTF44: BHlfiR ([1% 41% TRft %Pff 4ff 7 n | q 47 r{) ' 

5t45Tftr4 t I 
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2 . 55 ;^ TOTfr I 13T!r IFitR ^ ^ it ^ 

ITT g*TTT TiT >Ft^ SlfW, ^ % JPTFTtt 

ifwftFT ^ iff firtW tr OiiimIh % "rftip, firqk 

fritsT^ 'Tfrw, atp:' ( s^ft ) 1-1/ 1 ’ft, 

^ppTTrr- 7 0 0 0 0 1 ^ ■Stt iT^ptrr 1 

3- ^ WfH^T^T % JT’ft^ % I 

“ 'Ttf^' ^ tr t ^ "t Wlfoiwi'lf'JIn 

it ^ ^ Ttt qrc^'jff irr 'nTOTTtft, HfjffT 

fqwf ^ if (ft ipw ^ 1 ” 

[ffo 6( 17)/74-ftT“f^o fffn f^to'Jo] 

S.O. 3359. — Whereas Ihe Central Government, hi exercise 
of the powers conferred by section 8 of the Export (Quality 
Control and Inspection) Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), propose to 
recognise the Indian Standards Institution certification marlf 
in relation to Rosin for the purpose of denoting that where 
Rosin is affixed or applied with such mark, it shall be deemed 
to be in conformity with the standard specification applicable 
(hereto under the said Act; 

And, whereas the Central Government has fqrvvarded the 
aforesaid proposal to the Export Inspection Council is required 
by sub-rule (2) of rule 11 of the Export (Quality Control 
and Inspection Rules, 1964; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of the said sub-rule, the Cent- 
ral Government hereby publishes the said proposal for the 
information of the public iikely to be affected thereby. 

2, Notice is hereby given that any person desiring to for- 
ward any objections or suggestions with respect to the said pro- 
posal may forward the same within fortyflve days of the 
publication of the notification in the official gazette to the 
Export Inspection Council, ‘World Trade Centre', (7th floorl. 
14/lB. Ezra Street, Calciitta-700001. 

3. For the purposes of this notification. 

“ ‘Rosin’ means the material derived from oleoresin of pine 
which may be in the form of transparent or slightly trans- 
lucent, brittle lumps with a glossy fracture." 

[No. 6(17)/74-F,I & KP] 

VTo OTi! 3360— tn.+R ^ TET ^ ftr fffitfn (»prTf^ 
xfrt; frftwi) ttrtfPiqq, 1963(l9fi3 47 22 ) # ^irr 
6 TRT tPTfT 4lf*FTrff »irr SfifPr *17771 |rr, tJRT 47 fmrfTT 

ffifreiW Rtri 477 ; 

tfbr %75hl 7(4477: 7 7*R SWbsPT % f^pr ;flsr pTffifTea: 

ThTf iff f'K^'Ci # ^ tfk 77 ? hrirffT (fTTfiiTf xfir 

MWITT) fTTpI, 1964 % PppT 11 % "HTiffiTiT ( 2 ) *61 «^«n- 
JJTTT f74t«iTr »Ft ftTT t i 

if4; w, %7jbr 4(74117:, 747 Trrr-fTTpr % 

J147TT1 "Fl ^ ^ 41774741 % (^, <4(7% TT^T 7>Ttf^ ^ 

4fV 771471 7471417 4R7f | | 

Tff sntff ^ 7f7 Ttf ailfW 747 747141' % THEW 7f 

tiff tTTShr m ^7 ^ TTlt 7t 4? 7^' ^ 4r 7*61 717 
iff TlfW ^1 ft7 % TflTt fTTfd fTTlSlnr 

54 fe’, 1 4 / 1 -% mro 4 ^ (UTRT^ 7%!) *67477-700001 
4it ^ 4T%77 I 


747X4 

(1) 7^ 4^71 ftl rra^ *4141 47 pTHf^ ^1 'JiJ 

TTlfT^l (TTOT Wir fTTlOT: f^TT 4707T I 

{ 2) W Tt^ % 771577 if 71 7®Fft 4|TO % f7trf7 
(fhfr«vi) f777, 1977 % ^^14 f74h!17 % 747T *6t ^41*77 
% ^7 7474 % XT'T ^ f4[u[^^i 4147T ^ firl uViai) *4141 74 741% 
f%7f7 1^4 477 f%7T 5771 I 

(3) ^ 47^7 % T7T47 4(7^ 7 iff 7f r^777 "tt^STPlfi 
% 7*117 4^ 51, 771 tAr Pt% 71 % 4f7 7^77 pTplTvff Vf 
rpSTt 7(141 % ftri 7174) f4f7*EiIlf % *67 if 7E471 %7I I 

(4) 7<74f'^'4 571714 % ^l4T7 TTRt tJRl % fHqtf 47 
77 741 7f7^7 4747T 517 747 f% 77% 7(7 f7%r7 (tTiMV 
f7'4OT 4fi4 PT414P7) 7^11777, 1903(1903 47 22) (4ff 7141 
7 % 77l7 7147 74474 3141 47Tl77 ilFq^nyff am Ppn 771 
77 7W7 47 77n>177 7 f% 7®7l 4741 47 7%4T7 471 
TtsI f7W7 4(^4 f74lCT7 ^ 77f>77 771 47 ^ 41471 ^ 771 7^ 
i%7t7 71*4 ^ I 

2. 77 71%7 ^ 4?lf vfr 717 7!*Hf >71411 % 7‘j7f % ijfh-, 
7*p 71 71>J 717 5141 7171 %7n(ff %! r77f7 47 6r(*j; Tff ^lifl ; 
74*5 ’is 47 77F41 7% 7ijqf ipr ^rff 4!^ ^ iiTp; 50 jVarjjo 
% ^fUTl 7^1 

3. 4(7 7r?7 ‘7®4fl ^TW' ^ 7171 7®7l 71 7r?7 77- 

771 71 S[7 if jf 7B15fl ^ HR! 73^ *5141 | t 

4. 7 71^7 %1 ST^rf I 

1 

[to I 47 77-%4r (2) ^Pltr] 

f%7f7 (47ir7ft [7777 714 f7^l4P7) ^RllffiTF, 1963 
( 19 6 3 47 2 2 ) 411 7141 17 % (Trfl;( jf,T(Tr 4rf% % ftpr SiTdltTn 
f777T 47 7T*?7 I 

1- ( 1) tfrSRT 417 471 STTOW-- ( l) ^ F47*ff 47 iffkm 
417 7^ *7151 f4irf4 ([4^tW7) fffipT, 1977 | 

(2) ^ 41744 if 747414 *61 4 r1i5 %! 7^ ^7 | 

2. 4 [4614117 — Tpl f477f 7, 7^ 741 f% ^ ^irTTT 
4 ^— 

(41) '?TF(if%77’ fl F77f7 ('f^iRiil f47^r*i wK FHOwm ) 
'!rF7f477, 1963 (l9G3 47 22) ^ ; 

(>?) 'wF7W % 7F7F477, 1903( 1903 47 22) 4?! tlTTr 
7 % XltfliT *J*=Tf, 4174171, 47^4, fesfl rTim if 

47TPT4 tlfvi+l'jri if 7 47^ i(fifl4r4il Slfig^ ; 

( 4 ) '76141 *5T4l' % 4nfl 7®7l 71 7f77 744171 71 ^7 fi 

U.'sU'S 7'37t % 7316(1 *!ns ^F^^T | I 

3. f*Tflffr7 411 71714 — f%7f4 % Ffll 7®7l *5141 47 [441577 
77 it>J4 % 17*414 % 1*671 47771 f% 7®4fl >3741 4lF7f477 4?! 
7141 6 % 7Sll4 %4fl7 744rR 3141 7P7 714*6 f7f43*tfi % IPJ- 
*F7 ^ I 

4- pT*ff5P7 4fl llfTTl — ( 1 ) TtoI *5141 % f47f4 44% 47 
5^^ f47f747rf, fifTiw 147* 47% % f%TT 4717(76 77 |7 7- < i j | 
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^ ^ pH+dflR sfTijftnT *1 ^ fr =rg 

TThTT iTg ITT ^Tr R% f=rr <?!? 

3 Jr PrftM f^'Pr?i(iT ^r ^ »n- =1^, rm rt^t ?[t fRRfR- 
'PRf fRflwir ^ jnrmr 'fI r^fr iRfr^rr 

Pr^ri^RR wrfRR ^ rV i 

( 2 ) RR-fJRTR ( 1 ) ^ WeTI^ IRRRi' fRTf?T^iRf % TfTRT 

^ !R1 TTml % JTRITprrT RRR ^ ?r W 1 0 ftR TgJr 

Jf Hg-qii 'rrfgR I 

( 3 ) RR-PWR ( 2 ) jf fJriW JTFT 3^ 'TT rIr- 

^r>TR, Hw’Ji tIttt ai < i tr fJrf+iTi rrr rrr tt rrI 

fjprr iftT % R^RP; OTB' % 'rtW TR fRfryTW Rg 

^ fRRTT ?r RrtRT f^ RJT pTRR 3 Jf pTfos RPR iViR?^ 
^ R^^mfr ^ ^ I 

( 4 ) iR'jiflA'dI WrRRRR »ffr Rvfl trrRRW ^^Rnt ^r fRR% 
RRr fRflWR ?T% I 

5 . ri'H^TR 'TitR — fRRtrwf IPT ir?^'F R^RR % fll”,, f^JRRR 

5 0 RRR ^ RtfiR grr^ TtR r4rT RRM> ^pR % 0. 5 srfRRR 
«Et RT ^ "^IR fRffWR 'filR % «R R «riWRR ^ RFRft I 

6. fRfiW RT RRIiTOr — rIr fRfrSTR %■ RJrRR^ RfW'.R RR 

Rff RRTRTR ^ RTR IRRIr 1RR RTR RTR RRRT RTTIT RR R^RR 
fHRR 3 Jf PrfW RFR WT?Vff ^ R^^TTW ^ R^R t, Rl Rg 
RfR^iTR, PRTR 4 Jf MTO RTR5R >(3 RrfJR Ir 1 0 firR ^ #37, 
Rf RtRRT RTRT RRTRRW ^RT Pp R®# fTIRT RR RtRiR 

#r: pplftTR Jr RsPaR wt # jtt rrrt &#7 

pprlR-RpR ^ ; 

H"^ Rljl #'hR<' 4 3R ^RT RRTETTR R^ #RT Rgt Rg I 0 
ftRT # RRR ffRftr ^ #RR pRT StRTRW ^ R 'ifRRR TR ^ 
rmr ^ttr # R^^^Rr, rr^ «)RR>iff <<Tf^, fRq tcHi# # ^rt i 

7 . #WPr sntr RRRW — WfWOT, ftTffSTR RT, 

qln-RTRiR R 'JR Rm^rnir rt wfiiRfR % Pr# wtr tt 
I jw '#R«PT 77J tt%RT ^ Rg ^ Irr# ^ 5r#T# # 'pT qPR 
R PlO ^TRTfRRT +iRih I 

H. W'Uc'l ( 1 ) fRITR fi % ST#R srtTTTPr ?R R 'trftTRpnf 

sp 5337 rtR R ^Prjt 'tR^ ^PfR, RR ^rr # rR stfr 
#R % w fRq % #T7 3r#*r, ^nifrir pix^rr bttt tr spfrRx % 
fRij pT'jf# #R R '!T^ pR^ JFrra' sirlRfpff R ^ttPert Pq^ lq' w t 

^ #, *ti 4 I 

( 2 ) fRifRiArf ^ ^ ^rror Rwr % Anr R qnr 

fRgif 3K7q- ipc-^RPRl BirfiRr ^ I 

( 3 ) % f#J qTJpT cR'l 3R7# # #^R I 

(4) W#® <# srf# % 15 ft® R #7R fRtjCT ftqr 

wnR® I 

3T^g:# 

[Rtt 1 3® ®®4xr ( 3 ) RftrijJ 
(®®# «mr ip ftr® ft fJ ftv r) 

I . qi'# ®T®# 

i . 1 , ®®# liisr ®T# ®®s# ®r ®PFT 'Er®#T ®t ^ R 
glj tra# R wiki Pp®T ®T®®T I 


2- ®®m tiR^ttR 

2 . 1 ®r®# R wffRPsrp w ## #7: ®? ftjRR q® R%® RR 
®T# Pp# Rw R Tft® ^ I 

2 . 2 ®T®#, PniR'®#, #® ®T 5®# ®®® ®®T yr® itw 
R®®®^ I 

2 , 3. ®T®# #R # ®R# R ftfRftT® SrRflPT# R w®®® 


# ^ I 

®TX# I 

®3# <a73r # wRiittR 

ip® ^fRHWw xiRisrr 

( %) 

1 . 'yftl®, ®R R TTJWR, ®fsr«P®® 1 5 

2. ®3s®r Rftl®, ®T7: R ®®®r (®Ti®T Tft® ®raK 

®X) 7^[®®® 45 

3. 3®!# ®®T ®T 4^3Pt®® faR ®7®, ®R Rr W®®!® 

(ffft®r ®fe® ®raR T?;) ^rispp®® 1 2 

4 . R ®ftR® ®p®, ®R R ®^®R (®ii®r xfg® 

®T®R ir) wPawT 10 

3 . iTpP® RVt #P® 


3. 1. ®®J# wur ®i##®#® WP®® w® »r?R® ®tR 
Trftn’.f®#® *9# R ^ Pp®Tqn®®r, j®#p iRR «pt qir ®t #®#® 
R f#n ^ ®r ®R® »p® gr® R IRptt ywr ft®T 1 

3 . 2 . !®#P RR q® fRrqfRftj® 5®®®®# yq^®® ®® R *rft®r 

## ®T ®®®® Rw® ®®T g1®T, ®#® • — 

(®r) ®T®# «f® ®T® 

(’®) fti®®f®T TT ®r® 

(®) T®®# T® ®T® #® y®# qR® ®®®T I 

[Ro 6(9)/75-t®of®o ®®T f®«®o] 
Ro #0 ®r®^®?r>®®, ®®-f®R®®i 

ORDER 

S.O. 3360 Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 

that in exercise of the powers conferred by Section 6 of the 
Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 1963 (22 of 
1963), fish meal should be subject to inspection prior to 
export. 

And whereas the Central Government has formulated the 
proposals specified below for the said purpose and has for- 
warded the same to the Exirort Inspection Council ps re- 
quired by fub-rulc (2) 11 of the Export (Quality Control 
and Inspection) Rules, 1964; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of the said sub-rule the Central 
Ciovernment published the said proposals for the informa- 
tion of the public likely to be affected thereby. 

Notice is hereby given that any person desiring to for- 
ward any objections or suggestions with respect to the said 
proposals may forward the same within fortyflve days of the 
date of publication of this order to the Export Inspection 
Council, World Trade Centre, 14/lB, Ezra Street, (7th ffoor), 
Calcutta-700001. 
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PROPOSALS 

(1) To notify that fish meal shall he subject to quality 
control and inspection prior to export ; 

(2j To specify the type of inspection in accordance with 
the Export of Eish Meal (Inspection) Rules, 1977 as set 
out in the Annexure-I to this order, as the type of inspection 
which should be applied to such fish meal prior to their 
export ; 

(3) To recognise the specifications as agreed to between 
the buyer and the seller subject to a minimum of require- 
ments as set out in the Schedule annexed to this order as 
the standard specifications for fish meal, 

(4) To prohibit the export in the course of international 
trade of fish meal unless the same is accompanied by a cer- 
tificate issued by agencies established by the Government of 
India under section 7 of the Export (Quality Control and 
Inspection) Act, 1963 (22 of 1963) to the effect that consign- 
ment of such fish meal satisfies the conditions relating to quali- 
ty control and inspection is exportworthy. 

2. Nothing in this order shall apply to the export by laiKl, 
sea or air of samples of fish meals to the prospective buyers 
provided such samples do not exceed 50 kg. in net drained 
weight, 

3. In this order “fish meal” means fish meal obtained 
from fresh fish or fish wastes or sundried fish. 

4. This order shall come into force on the 


5. Inspection Fee. — Subject to a minimum of rupees fifty 
lor each consignment, a fee at the rale of 0.5 per cent of 
f.o.b. value shall be paid by the exporter to the agency as 
inspection fee. 

6. Certificate of Inspection. — If, after inspection, the agency 
is salisfled that the consignment of fish meal to be exported 
companies with the requirements of the recognised specifications 
lefeiTcd to in rule 3, the agency shall, within 10 days of the 
receipt of application referred to in rule 4, issue a certificate 
declaring that the consignment of fish meal satisfies the con- 
ditions relating to quality control and inspection and is export- 
worthy : 

Provided that where the agency is not so satisfied, it shall, 
within the said period of 10 days, refuse lo issue such cer- 
tificate and communicate such refusal to the exporter along 
with the reasons therefor. , 

7. Supervision by Agency. — ^The Agency may exercise such 
supervision over the inspected consignment at any place of 
storage or transit prior to its shipment as it may consider 
necessary for satisfying the purposes of these rules. 

8. Appeal. — (1) Any person aggrieved by the refusal of 
the agency to issue a certificate under rule 6 may, within ten 
days of the receipt of the communication of such refusal 
by him, prefer an appeal to a panel of experts consisting of 
not less than three but not more than seven persons appointed 
for the purpose by the central Government. 

(2) At least two-lhirds of the total membership of the panel 
of experts shall consist of non-official. 

(3) The quorum for the panel shall be three. 


ANNEXURE-I 

[See Sub-paragraph (2) of paragraph I] 

Draft rules proposed to be made under section 17 of the 
Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 1963 (22 ot 
1963). 

1. (1) Short title and commencement. — ^These rules may be 
called the Export of Fish Meal (Inspection) Rules, 1977. 

(2) They shall come into force on the date of their publi- 
,cation in the official Gazette. 


(4) The appeal shall be disposed of within 15 days of its 
receipt. 

SCHEDULE 

(See sub-paragraph (3) of paragraph I) 
(Specifications for Fish Meal) 

I. Raw Material 

1.1 Fish Meal shall be obtained from fresh fish or fish wastes 
or sub-dried fish. 


2. Definitions. — In these rules unless the context otherwise 
requires ; — 

(a) "Act" means the Export (Quality Control and Ins- 
pection) Act, 1963 (22 of 1963) ; 

(b) Agency ’ means any of the Agencier established 
at Bombay, Calcutta, Cochin. Delhi and Madras 
under section 7 of the Act, 1963 (22 of 1963) ; 

(c) “Fish meal” means fish meal obtained from fresh 
fish or fish wastes or sundried fish. 

3 Basis of Inspection. — Inspection of fish meal for export 
shall be carried out with a view to seeing that fish meal 
conforms to the standard specifications recognised by the 
Central Government under section 6 of the Act. 

ection.-(l) An exporter intending to 

oXe of ““ application to the nearest 

office of the agency giving particulars of consignment in'en- 
ded to be exported to enable it to examine such consknn ent 
or cause the same to be examined to see whether Thf same 

t'’ iP Rule 3 and the 
txpoiter shall, at the same time, endorse a copy of such 

application referred to in sub-riilc 
the Zed' I!’; f 

in this behalf from time to time wM a ThU 

specSon^referrerto in%u 7 e''’ 3 '''”"'’'' rerognlse-l 

-hrScy^^^;'^'\-!?oSsTCcS"- 


2. Product requirements 

2.1 The material shall have the characteristic odour iinJ 
shall be free from any off-odour indicative of spoilage. 

2.2 The material shall be free from adulterants, insert 
or mite infestation and free from visible fungal growth. 

2.3 The material shall also conform lo requirements spe- 
cified in the table below : — 

TABLE 1 

Requirements of Fish Meal 
SI. No. Characteristics Requirements (%) 

1. Moisture by weight Max. 15 

2. Crude protein by weight (on moisture- 

free basis) Min, 43 

3. Crude fat or petroleum ether extract, by 

weight (on moisUire-fi'cc basis) max. 12 

4. Acid insoluble ash, by weight (on moistiuc- 

free basis) Max, 10 

3. Packing and marking 

3.1 Fish meal shall be packed in high density polyethylene- 
bags or jute gunny bags with polyethylene, lining inside. The 
mouth or each bag shall either be machine-stitched or rolled 
over and hand stitched. 

3.2 Each bag shall be suitably marked or labelled with 
the following Information, namely ; — 

(a) Name of material ; 

(b) Name of Manufacturer; 

(c) Name of consignee or his code number. 

[No. 6(9)75-ET&EP] 
K, V, BALASUBRAMANIAM, Dy. Dir. 
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H'jTW ijOT Wtw wpnn-fW>Tf(T 

2 8 197fi 

VTi- ario 33 61- — 'mTFsri fprl-T^T 

firo, insi-n,, ^Ptt ^ 'HTfsr 

1974 ^ f^W, ^ Hi'iA ^ Pi". 

27, 1 55 W{ % Pini; OTTIfT ;to 'll o/r^/l 3 89438, tat'F 

IR-7-74 5TTH tor W SIT I 13^^ 133^ T^r ’fr’TTW^ 

srtft^i^ jiPt spf 'ff.^siPr ^'r % to ^ >5111417 rt mtor 

tor ^ 1 % iireto 'Rl' it>t rfitoto Wtoto 

sntoto ^r TTiT 'T^fliiiT ^THT tor to fk^=^ •tonr ir >31^ 

f^T itfiimTiT ^ irj ^ I 

tor to T 4i4T»i^ ir 3iTto?r ir Rtor ^ 

frtor^ rrtotor jw Tte fto ^ rsT^T qr 3PT«r 
q^ tosrq toi S I t 3T;to t- ^ wto rfo 'ft/ir/ 

1389438, ftoqr 18-7-74 spT ^ ntoi^ affr 

^ qf I iTiTT Pito i fqr TfR i3r?to qfl to' 

^r^tor toqq? qit qil toi toil! 1 >3rtor rro 'ftjn-J 

1389438, toiqr 18-7-74 qit ^ 1318 into sfiT iriT^^Sm Tir 
qft tor^ I 

ftrftotorr 1047/4O5U7/q'Io-59/i!o 11430 - 74/^.33 ifro/rToY^o totoV] 

€l 0 ^1 0 133, '3q'-i|^ fqiT^qr 

Office of the Jt, Chief Controller of Imports and Exports, 
Bombay 

ORDER 

Bombay, the 28th September, 1976 

S.O. 3361, — M/s. The Bijapur Co. 0pp. Spg. Mills, Lid., 
1051/A, Mahal Bagayat, Bijapur (Mysore State) were is- 
sued import liccaee No. P/A/1389438, dt. 18-7-74 for 
Rs. 27,155/- for import of Spare Parts for the licensing pe- 
riod April-Miuch, 1974. They nave applied for issue of a dup- 
licate customs purposes copy of the .said licence on the ground 
that the original customs copy of the licence has been misplac- 
ed without having been registered with any Customs authority 
and not utilised at all. 

In support of their claim the applicant has filed an 
Affidavit on sttimped paper duly solemnly affirming before 
the Notary Bijapur District. I am .satisfied that the original 
Customs purpose copy of licence P/A/1389438 dt. 18-7-74 
has been misplaced and direct that a duplicate Customs 
copy of the said licence may be issued to the applicant. 
The original Customs copy of the licence No. P/A/ 
1389438, dt. 18-7-74 for Rs. 27,155/- is hereby cancelled, 

[Issued from file No, 1647/40507/P. .59/ 
AM, 74/SP/AU-IJ 
T. T. LA, Dy. Chief Controller 

3t\T ff^lT totoT 
(^^ipar toPi) 
qf ftofr, fl Wj/33, 1977 

ipjo an*' 3362- — sirjflrr 3338333, fllT amffiT limiD 

torfto3, 1949(1949 333 23) qil aT3T 20 4?! ^£3333 (2) 

irn ffitn toto qn sito to fn-Tq 333qm; ^ 

?^t 3W3 to ftor33 fq^irq £3tow 33 ° q;3o 333 ° R 07 
tol'i 8 333^, 1969 qst tor’fTffi qto 

(1) ¥3o WTo ‘qvq >3q ftolT, to);! toftT toWFTr, 

’PH’PTTT ; 
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(2) pq-o q^qqrr, toiTj torffi ; to 

( 3 ) T3i! qta ffio to, Ttoqj) qfirto, (toirq tqpffi) 
%to toft3 toTATTr, TTTqrm; qfr 
totofto toEto *61 qiarq qirq ^ to 

TrqfTf Tqjqqq fqgqq ipto qto; : — 

fqrqtoaq q4 qft totof qr'i 8337337 , 334fl q’t toq 
toEfqf q^r to tofto, ■ — 

1 . to 

2 . ^ fi^iT qTUTpTT fqTq qt^lqf 331 q>T 

3. toqiq 
1- S3q3ftq 

5. 

6. toqitoq 

7- ffitoq qtorrqnr toqr to fqtorq 
8. toT'qtoff 

9- qrf-ftoicqr ^ qqto q Ptp rto’^^r 
to. qnj-torrqr % qqqPi % to ttoq 

1 1 . qqj-Tif^rqr ^ qqqtq T Pi'i 

12 . qxj-fqtoqi' % qtoq % [537 qrqitoqq toto) 1 

[qo rr^JiB 11014/8/76-^0^1330 3^30 (P)] 

MINISTRY OF HEALTH & FAMILY WELFARE 
(Department of Health) 

New Delhi, the 6th Oclobcr, 1977 

S.O. 3362. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (2) of section 20 of the Drugs and Cosmetics Act, 
1940 (23 of 1940) and in supersession of the notification of 
the Government of India, in the late Department of Health 
and Urban Development No, S.O. 867, dated the 8th 
March, 1969, the Central Government hereby appoints: — 

fi) Dr. R. Chanda, Deputy Director, Central Drugs 
f.aboratory, Calcutta ; 

(ii) Dr. M. K. Majumdttr, Bacteriologist; and 

3iii) Dr. P. C. Bose., Technical Officer (Pharmaccutr- 
cal Chemistry) of the Central Drugs Laboratory, 
Calcutta, 

to be Government Anlaysts for the whole of India in res- 
pect of the following classes of dings, namely : — 

All classes of non-biological drugs and biological drugs, 
except the classes of dnrgs mentioned below, namely : — 

1. Sera. 

2. Solution of Serum proteins rntendded tor injection. 

3. Vaccines. 

4. Toxins. 

5. Antigens. 

6 . Anti-toxins. 

7. Sterilized surgical ligature and sterilized suture. 

8. B.acteiiophagcs. 

9. Anti-sera for veterinary use. 

10. Vaccines for veterinary use. 

11. Toxoids for veterinary use. 

12. Diagnostic Antigens for veterinary use. 

[No. X. 11014/8/76-D&MS(A)l 
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mTR iR 29, 1977/^prftT 7, 1999 


Vio arTo 3 393.--4riTff!T JTWr^, WER RRlft 

wftjfWT,, 1940 ( 1940 ^ 23) R ETPT 2 0 »Fl ^HTfT ( 2 ) 

BTTT !1TP| urfwff ^ 5Rt9 >177^ JTt (flr RR ?4R7n; % 

(ftr wfl i^TTR fruTT »pr wo srro ses 

'TD^ST B R#, 1969 *pt WfsTTT^ff T^Tl gri : — 

(i) TTo tRo ^T^^flTfFRnr, f^i^¥R7, 

»iV 

(ii) 51“ ^')'o RJFT, d9r'i5»iTi, TTWFI, 

1 ^ 

p T RpH ' fa ^ ^'fT ^ sOtjfETiff *1?) arm ffpj4 RTR % frR 
^ fq qiRl ' 

1. %TT 

2. ^itWT % ftfor UTRtM ffTR <171 '71^ 

3 . 

4- il'Hfr'T 

5- TT^fF^'I'l 

6. IT^JTWlJT 


ipTo an^ 3 36 4-~%i2fiR ?T737r7, w)7 M7riU4 ^TIRf) 

^rrEriRPT, 1940 (l940 >171 23) ^JTT 20 <A 4911 Kl ( 2 ) 
jm 5Ti;n mfRifr <pr hitVt ^ 517 , wk »rFiT ^nTtin: ^7 ijn^ir 
%fk qfnuT: fqiikR (rttr fkTPr) ^rr 4ifa^(w *!<> 
Tio ario 187 S, ^ikfur 5 1976 ^iftRiR <i 77 ir 51T : — 

( 1 ) YTO tffo %0 >TRT, JTETR, ilR*fI177ir SmR, »lTOflfiT 
'nj'ftfkoT ITPTR (tfkiR ^5[)>Tfl 
flT^-rtd iRT, 'J'tit iknij aik 

{ 2 ) Tie %o aiT7o fq'T?!, anT^ffiT W t^klTUT 
TTWR, wreuic TFIT, 13777 Tlkl WT n>t TIJ- 

fsrfkRT fPTtft 1^7 wkflRf ^ 7ra7, ftmir FiihPtPb^ aft 
afft'Mr'R ^, an^ aimi % ftn? 07*M'F1 TTlft f, 

niftij; — 

1. 

2 . ^^7 

3. dllTlI^I wk 

4. mRlfer itsi-aftr I 


7. ftr^fftiT STW Prf^m >171 Nihn: aik fft^Tiiti 

8. aftJTl’ipikft I 

[fto 1^0 1 10I4/H/76-ito 1^^ tRo IRo (tF)] 


S.O. 3363, — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (2) of section 20 of the Drugs and Cosmetics Act, 
1940 (23 of 1940) of India in the Late Department of 
Health and Urban Development No. S.O, 868, dated the 
8th March, 1969, the Central Government hereby appoints : — 

(i) Dr. M. Balasiibrahamanyam, Central Research 
Institute, Kasauli ; and 

(ii) Dr. O. Sahai, Deputy Director, Central Research 
Institute ; Kasauli 

to be Government Analysts for the whole of India in res- 
pect of the following classes of drugs, namely : — 

1. Sera. 


2. Solution of Serum proteins intended for injection 

3. Vaccines, 

4. Toxins. 

5. Antigens. 

6. Anti-toxins. 

7. Sterilized surgical ligature and sterilized surgical 

suture. 

8. Bacteriophages. 


[tfo IHTTO 11014/8/76/^1 tjvy CTtIo t^o (ift)] 
oft 0 4^l4^iiirT, ttT7 


S.O, 3364.— In exerci.se of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (2) of section 20 of the Drugs and Cosmetics Act 
1940 (23 of 1940) and in supersession of the notification of 
the Government of India in the late Ministry of Health and 
Family Planning (Department of Health), No. S.O, 1873, 
dated the 5th June, 1976, the Central Government hereby 
appoints : — ■ 

(i) Dr. K. K, GUPTA. Head, Division of Standatv 
disation. Indian Veterinarj' Research Institute, Jzat- 
nagar, Uttar Pradesh ; and 

(ii) Dr. K. R. Mittal, Bacteriologist, Indian Veteri- 
nary Research Institute, Izatnag.ir, Uttar Pradesh ; 

to be Government Analy.sts for the whole of India in res- 
pect of all classes of veterinary biological drugs including 
the following, namely : — 

1. Anti-sera. 

2. Vaccines. 

3. Toxoids, and 

4. Diagnostic Antigens. 


[No. X. 11014/8/76-D&MS(C)] 


[No. X. n014/8/76-D&MS(B)J 


G. PANCHAPAKESAN, Under Secy. 


3i\T MW (VIM 

(«TC 

affiw 

TT'J %7ft, 1 1977 

47TOW10 3365. — TO TOtTiT ft umi iwn, WTv ^tiPti ftkitmuff sik fftriTir ftr jfTO tm ^rar VirWii 

3171 Prti Rift Rift' iquMift) ft RSI, ipiSTTRTTW, ITRTO, TflRTO, fftHVl TOl fftRlR ft Jcift 71 aifin 77711 TOI 77 (TOT ^ ftt fft PFIJI 
flfftfftro, 1964 ( 1964 71 37) ftT HTTl 13 ft wftlR TTTtftR !JT7 ffttR ft flR ^ I 

ftk to: ’STW fkmr, wnr fftftTiTpftr, uiifftr fftSvimift sik fftnrii ft ftro tot ftiRi 7 mh4ft ft tbJ tt 7^ ftk 

nfftR' Tlftf ft Rl'TO ft Til nfftTlfkif ftk Tft'rrfkff ft W77R ft cTlfba' I 6 StAtI, 19 71 ft tlfftisr ft SR^1T7 ft TJllft 

fftprlror wirtw ft TtsTr TTTtfk wnr Bito ft ttmitI r TOft ft ^"ift wivni tV tto wftrlftTO tV titi 1 2^ t) ttottt ( i ) ft 44,^7 

JTTT TOT gX*lT Rift t I 

97 GI/77-^7 
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WT tut ITO PriPT STfuffinR, ( 1 9644T ,37), 

rnrr nTfa^ tmtfEm 5?! ttm 1 2n fTtr T?n srffrnt wr spiVt jr 
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[To 5 2/2 2/74-AA;oTto 3 

(TTA 8)] 


MINISTRY OF AGRICULTURE & IRRIGATION 
(Department of Food) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 1st October, 1977 

S.O. 3365-— Whereas the Central Government has ceased to perform the functions of purchase, storage, movement, transport, 
distribution and sale of foodgralns done by the Department of Food, the Regional Directors of food, the Procurement Directoates 
and the Pay & Accounts Offices of the Department of Food which under Section 13 of the Food Corporation Act, 1964 (37 of 1964) 
are the functions of the Food Corporation of India ; 

And whereas the following officers and employees serving in the Department of Food, the Regional Diicctorates of Food, the 
Procurement Directorates and the Pay & Accounts Offices of the Department of Food and engaged in the performance of the functions 
mentioned above liave not, in response to the Circular of the Central Government dated the 16th April, 197] intimated, within the date 
specilied therein, their intention of not becoming employees of the Food Corporation of India as required by the proviso to sub- 
section (0 of Section 12 A of the said Act ; 
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Njw. therefore in exercise of the powers conferred by Seclion 12 A of ihc Food Corporations Act, 1964 (37 of 19(43 as amended 
upto date the Central Government hererby transfers the folllowinn; officcis and employees to the Food Corporation of India with effttl 
from the date mentioned agtainst each of them. 


SI N.a. Nim; of the Ofiicer/employees. Permanent post held Post held under the Date of transfer to 









under the Ccnlrai 
Govt. 

Central Govt, at 
the time of trans- 
fer. 

the FCT. 

(1) 

(2) 






(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

1. Shri K.S. ICohli . 






Asstt. Director 

Dy, Director 

12-10-76 

2, Sh. 

Smhil Kumar Gulabani 






Tech. Ofliccr 

Tech. Officer. 

16-12-75 

,3, Sh. 

D.K. Sethi . 






. Tech. Asstt 

Tech. Officer 

1-3-69 

4. Sh. 

Bans Rai Sharama 







S.G.K, 

1-3-69 

5. Sh. 

O.P, Chaudhary 






. J.G.K. 

-do- 

1-3-69 

6. Sh. 

Ch. Rama Rao 






. Tech. Ofliccr 

Tech. Officer 

22-11-71 

7. Sh. 

A.T. Rupani 






. Godown CIci k 

S.G.K. 

1-3-69 

8. Sh. 

D.A. Puroohit 






. S.G.K. 

S.G.K, 

1-3-69 

9. Sh. 

O.D. Ambre 






. Godown Clerk 

J.G.K. 

1-3-69 

10. Sh, 

S.V. Jaivi 






Do. 

Gdn, Clerk 

1-3-69 

11, Sh. 

S.K. Lokre . 






Do. 

Do. 

1-3-69 

12. Sh. 

R.M. Salunkc 






Do. 

Do. 

1-3-69 

13. Sh. 

Mostaq Ali . 






Do, 

Do. 

1-3-69 

14, Sh. 

R.L. Ghadigaonkar 






Do, 

Driver Mechanic 

1-3-69 

15. Sh. 

M.M. Chavan 






. Godown Clerk 

Tin-Smith 

1-3-69 

16. Sh. 

B.S. Riivat 






Do. 

Godown Clerk 

1-3-69 

17. Sh. 

A.M. Medge 






Do. 

Do, 

1-3-69 

18. Sh. 

V.J, Kunju . 






Do. 

Do. 

1-3-69 

19 Sh. 

K.D. Bhojnc 






. Watchman 

Watchman 

1-3-69 

20. Sh. 

K.S. Kadmam 






Do. 

Do, 

1-3-69 

21, Sh, 

D.K. Vishwanathan Pui 






, Godown Clerk 

Godown Clerk 

1-3-69 

22. Sh. 

S.G. Yende , 






Do. 

Do. 

1-3-69 

23. Sh. 

Perla Vilhal 






Do. 

Do, 

1-.3-69 

24. Sh. 

P.R. Gadc . 






Do. 

Do. 

J-3-69 

25, Sh. 

B.V. Rcgc 






Do. 

Do, 

1-3-69 

26, Sh. 

N.K. Marbal 






Do. 

Do. 

1-3-69 

27. Sh. 

S.M. Haryan 






Do. 

Do. 

1-3-69 

28. Sh. 

M.H. Jhavcrl 






Do. 

Do. 

1-3-69 

29. Sh. 

S.Y, Tambc . 






. Tally Clerk 

Tally Clerk 

1-3-69 

30, Sh. 

V, Kuppuswami 






. Watchman 

Watchman 

1-3-69 

31. Sh. 

Sukbu Sadai 






Do. 

Do, 

1-3-69 


[No. 52/22/74-FCIll(Vol. VII 0] 

ttf Ptwfl, 7 197 7 

TToWTo 3398. — tPT: 3TO1T7 if (JTV fT4Fr, ft^WltTiif, Pt^umrff WIf iITir [^>974 "fl 444 4147 ^1111444^4 

11X1 [417 14 1^ 47% HHimf % 477, f^iTnit iKTI f^4>i7 % ^^41 44 47 "t 4 41X47 4^1 FTF Ftril fr i!||ii fH^l9 

Wfttfim, 1964 ( 1964 1(4 37) 8% 13 % 4ttik mTfftxf WW firiFt % ¥74 ff I 

77k 44: 5TO finm, iSTfbr 15747 Pf^urmi, ^l%7 XTb; JITW PT474 % ^ 447 %15r 54414% if 44:1 54r xflF ijtTfT. 

5ffiT4 ¥74f % 4744 if 44 [4r4f%f%4 WftrTTfTiff 7 i3t 5l447fi4f % %x%4 4x4. |T % mxW 1 6 4^, 19 7 1 % 4fH4 % TT^XTF 4 4X7% 
filpTfSP^ 4tifW % 4XTX 47xiff4 1574 f4i74 % 4.4 47 % 4 444 % 41% MT144 5% 444 4rilf444 !(% 47X7 1 24 4% 4447X4 ( 1 ) % qxt |^, 
51x7 447 4%fS(4 ^;44r 4% % ^ I 
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xpt; *R WTV % WfhfPTR, 1964 ( 1964 4?! 37), rPT! RWtfeff irT UTT! 1 2ff STTl sr4f! VrfTfTqt iR tpiW grr 

ffWR SrfaRfrrff wlr RWfeft ifff !!#!? ^ tBT*! Sf — 

R! WfWRfl/'riHTT) R ffiR 

^ 1 f^r?r Pi I' l ^ 



<1^ Tc prraV ^ 

tR45K ^7 Wtfhr ihpf! R R 

Pr'pf! STt FIT- 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

1 , , , . . . 

5re[TRtnrrw 


1-3-69 

2 . Nl WltoSTTTo . 

— 


1-3-69 

3. . 



1-3-69 

4. lift tr^o fufqnrT .... 



1-3-69 

5. «ft tfl- gtrpFR .... 

. 


1-3-69 

6. .... 

— 

'11414 

1-.3-69 

7 . » . . . 

— 


1-3-69 

8. ^%o ^0 . 

— 


1-3-69 

9, *!ttro rjtTo alR . , , . 

iftRi *rn737: 


1-3-69 

10. sttffRo PorniRT .... 



1-3-69 

1 1. ^fflpTo 


siWl'ifp: 

1-3-69 

12. ’Sft .... 

^ fro ifklR Tsriu 

>rf^ RRTIT Wft 

1-3- 6. 9 

1 3 . ^0 JTTTo XirnFm 

— 

riRTRipPP 

1-3-6 9 

14- ^ 'sft 0 ^ H ♦ , . , 

— 

ffiUTR r«T4t 

1-3-69 

15 . «ftR?ftTr'T ..... 


fWT 

3 1-12-70 

16 . ..... 

fWT 

Pm 

31-12-70 


[»fo 52/22/74-trfiijffto 3 (»aT- 8 )] 
TW, 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 7th October, 1977 

S.O, 3366.— Whereas the Central Goveiiinient has ceased to perform the functions of purchase, storage, movement, transport, 
distribution and sale of foodgrains done by the Department of food, the Regional Directors of Food, the Procurement Diiectorates and 
the Pay & Accounts Offices of the Department of Food which under Section 13 of the Food Cc-iporai ions Act, 1964 (37 of 1964) 
arc the functions of the Food Corporation of India ; 

And whereas the following officers and employees serving in the Department of Food, the Regional Directorates of Food, the Pro- 
curement Directorates and the Pay & Accounts Offices of the Department of Food and engaged in the performance of the functions 
mentioned above have not, in respeonse to the Circular of the Contra I Government dated the 16th April, 1971 intimated within 
the date specified whereia, their intention of not becoming employees of the food Corporation of India as tequired by the proviso to 
sub-section (I) of section 12 A of the said Act ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by Section 12A of the Pood Corporations Act, 1964 (37 of 1964) as emended 
upto date, the Central Government hereby transfers the following officers and employees to the Food Corporation of India with effect 
from the date mentioned against each of them. 


SI. Name of the officer/ employees 

No. 

Permanent post held 
under the Central 
Govt. 

Post held under the 
Central Govt, at 
the time of 
transfer. 

Date of transfer to 
the FCI, 

(1) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

I . Shri Chandan Kundu 

, Fumigation Assistant 

Technical Asstt, 
Grade-I 

]-,3-69 

2, Shri R.R. Singh 

Do. 

Tech, Asstt. 

1-3-69 

3. Shri B. Thiinmaiah 

Watchman 

Watchman 

1-3-69 

4. Shri H. Thimmappa 

Do. 

Do. 

1-3-69 

5. Shri C. Sudhafcaran ...... 

Do. 

Godown Clerk 

1-3-67 

6. Shri C.I. Kochu mathew 

Do. 

Do. 

1-3-69 

7. Shri V.J, Joseph 

Do. 

Dock Inspector 

1-3-69 

8. Shri K.K. Ramachandran 

Do, 

Godown Clerk 

1-3-69 
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(1 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

9. 

Sbri A.M. James .... 

Dusting Operator 

Dusting Opeiatior 

1-3-69 

10. 

Shri M.Viswanatban .... 

Senior Godown Keeper 

Godown Supdt. 

1-3-69 

11. 

Shri M. Madaiali 

. Walchnian 

Watchman 

1-3-69 

12. 

Shri George Thomas .... 

. Junior Godown 

Junior Godown 

1-3-69 



keeper 

keeper 


13. 

Sbri K.R. Ramafcrishnan 

Do. 

Godown Clerk 

1-3-69 

14. 

Shri G. Sundaram .... 

Do. 

Junior Godown 
keeper. 

1-.3-69 

15. 

Shri Kashi Ram ..... 

Picker 

Picker 

31-12-70 

16. 

Shri Moti Singh .... 

Do. 

Do. 

31-12-70 


[No, 52/22/74 [-C-1U (Vol, VJH)] 
BAKSHI RAM, Dy. Secy. 


aftr mnic ftmtin *T3rmti 

irf 5 iT’Fg^ri:, 1977 

sn^ 3367 — ftRfjfl 10 1 977 '8r’'i1 TTSiq^ 

^to 37, wT ii, mT 3, (ii) R sr^rftrn' i;»t hsHWo 

*rftig,44l ^TO qo 18013/4/7.5-1^0 ^o, f/fiTPP 6-9-76 

(Wo trio 2827) if, irsa: fr ir^ 3Rlf jfw ^ “^O insfo 

tfrifTT, -311 VR^ 11 $ unf I 

[?fo 1 T« cflo 1801 1/9/76-110 tfio] 

ffi'o r^o aftnTjiSiTITfVw 

MINISTRY OF TOURISM AND CIVIL AVIATION 

CORRIGF.NDUM 
New Delhi, the 5th October, 1977 

S.O 33'67. — In this Ministry’s Nofifici)tion No. Av. 
18013/4/75-.AC dated 6-9-76 (S.O. 2827) published in the 
Gazette of India No. 37, Part Tl-Section 3-Sub-section (il) 
dated the 10th September, 1977, below the reference number 
in bracket.s the words ‘C. L. Dhingra — Deputy Secretary’ 
should be read. 

I No. Av, 1S014/9/76-AC] 
C. L. DHINGRA, Dy. Secy. 


Iff 6 WWfJSR!, 19 7 7 

WTo WT° 33 88— ^63ff!T HWVT 6, prfu 

nuftiif 3pzf(j 1952 (l952 111 19) wil EirrT 17 ift 

iJiTtriTT ( 1 ) % "Hiiy {^) SKT WT Uliwff TT STifpr 51Pr^ ^li, 

»Tn7T <!rtt, rnpiR rfinFfii (‘-nf 

iftT Tfiptn: fWR) nff rfo IPTO flTi! 3041 ifrttl 23 

W7T, 1967 JRT, IJtH vFspjililT iff if fifFTfe' Wlft 

vtffir, JtTR, ?b[R iprj fM ' li r di ^ frfirsr 

farffr 1 9 5 2 ^ iTvfl' % JTTlfiT if ^ ^ Tl' «ff ; 

vIT ^rr4- rtTR, ^T. TTiTf SfTqnf)' PrliT^T rr, I ITT?, 

1977 If ^lipl FTFPT HIT ITTTT ''^TTtf JTfppTt: PIT^TR 

ffrffitw" ti» fen I I 


wn: w, %i#liT Trnr.Tn, ijvR ntfubiinT nff tnvr 1 7 Hif ^biptivt 
(1) 4K1 8 urTHTTaf VT nifbi vvf 13^ if fni-o- 

fefeti Tfuirmr HRff — 

^ nPaig/HiTr if, % 917 1 if TT "aR'R, rrerj 

HRqrf)' fsrfjfe?” WTH q-v "qrnf qfeqi: t/FTferr fefRiR'' FJT 

smTiTi I 

[fo mto 35014/27/77-ifro iTifio ii] 


MINISTRY OF LABOUR 

New Delhi, the 6ih October, 1977 

S.O. 3368. — Whereas in exercise of the powers conferred 
by clause (a) of sub-section (1) of section 17 of the 
l-mployccs’ Provident Funds and Miscellaneous Provisions 
Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), the Central Government had, by 
the ^ notification of the Government of India in the late 
Ministry of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Depart- 
ment of Labour and Employment) No S.O. 3041, dated 
the _23rd August, 1967, exempted, subject to the conditions 
.specified in the Schedule to the said notification, Messrs 
Turner, Home and Company Limited, from the operation of 
all the provisions of the Employees’ Pioviden. Fund Scheme, 
1952 ; 

And whereas the aforesaid Messrs Turner, I-Toare and 
Company Limited, have chanKcd the name of their cslahlish- 
ment to "Messrs Mahindra Spicer Limited”, with eJl'cct 
from 1st March, 1977; 

Now,_ therefore, in nxereise of the [rowers confeired bv 
sub-section (1) of section 17 irf the said .■\cl, the Central 
Oovernment hereby makes the following amendment in the 
said notification, namely : — 

In the said notification, in paragraph I of the preamble, 
for the c.xpression "Turner, Home and Company Limited”, 
the expression "Messis Mahindia Spicer Limited” shall 
be substituted. 

[No, S. 3.5014,''27/77-PF. II) 

tS fe-iRr, 10 TTifiJTr, 19 77 

HTlo aria 3 369 — ;pT fiPRfiTfeiT tn^uT, fe/r qqFr HTT 
TRTTr, TiJTpTfr xrfefepR-, 1948 (l948 =PT 11 ) 

tim 26 Hff TTUPT ( 2 ) JITT TPRl Utfitmi'T qq tfePT HRT 
TTFiriir !677f) uq- f'4)' ht) inTnrfe ^ Fie wrfwrr 

ferr 5)7 7^ ^ wrfoq m # Tf'rrmqr ^ 

3T7r ^TT fl Tirff) ^ fe ifTT % TRq^ irq'i'pTT Ti 

iRtPff fr I?f TTTT t 1 wfi7 qr qr Tq% qpqTTI Txtl qiW qq; 
ftlTR feq7 5t|ti_j|| I 
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^ ^ftr tTt rrtPr % R'R; rtrr rtrr 
Iwt ^ ?r m RT 5m RTtR rW, ^TTjfTR R<^ 

^ qr fRRTT 1^41 I 


B(ftnjWRI Vt UTOR 

^TEJlir RTTpR, RR^ RftrfRRR, 1948 (l94 3«fiT ll) 

•I?! aTR 2 fi qfr RRETT^ ( 2 ) ffT'l RTn iJrfRRRi 'FT RRtR 
gR, RI fR^ I ^ Rfa^RRT % ■RWra R RRRRR 
rttI'j r RiR r 4 q?1 rrIr T fRn, RRi rWrrr t 3 am la 
RRRTTT ( 1 ) T RRRR, Riir R*F RR% ^RR R5i^ (^^r) 
fRRR, 19 5 0 BTR fRl^R RWR 1 0 RRj!^ RR ffREaR "^JR 
JTRR 1 1 R RR^ fCRR RRi "RTf q?r FtRffn qff R^ t, %^lR 
RR Ffr: Pl^R RRRWTR IRTFR, ^RT *F RRlRrfTR 'FRRTfE'ft % 
Rsia ir, PRRqft %RflfR RWn: ^ •FRRlftRT rI REJ; fRRfRRRTRRR 
^ R'iJRn: RRTR fRRT RTRT RPJ R#r jffR RR^ R^ fR <!IR 
^7 Wifi'R ^ fV R^r •FERlf^r fRfRfiRRr HPR RR7R 

%15T ^RT fflR faf^R R’H' 4 ^/r1’ R-29 '^i RfR I 

[Rij RRo 320 14( l)/77’'»R=R‘> 4t (rRo 

(pT T1RRTR9T, RRRIRR 

New Delhi, the lOih October, 1977 

S.O. 3370. — In pursuance of Section 17 of ihe Industrial 
Central Government proposes to make, in exercise of the 
powers conferred by sub-section (2) of section 26 of the 
Minimum Wages Act, 1948 (U of 1948) is hereby publish- 
ed for the information of all persons likely to be utfected 
thereby and notice is hereby given that the said draft will 
be taken into consideration on or after the expiry of two 
months from the date of the publication of this notification 
in the Official Gazette, 

Any objections or suggestions which may be received 
from any person in respect of the said draft before the ex- 
piry of the said period of two months will be considered by 
the Central Government. 

DRAFT NOTIFICATION 

In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of 
section 26 of the Minimum Wages Act, 1948. (11 of 1948), 
the Central Government hereby directs that, for a period of 
five years from the date of publication of this notification 
In the Official Gazette, the provisions of sub-section (1) 
of .section 18 of the said Act in so far as it requires a Register 
of Wages to be maintained in Form X, and issue of Wage 
Slips in Form XI, prescribed by the Minimum Wages fCcnt- 
ral) Rules, 1950, shall not apply in relation to the W'ork 
charged employees of the Central Water and Power Rc- 
•scarch Station, Poona, who are paid on the regular scales 
of pay applicable to Central Government employees subject 
to the condition that particulars of such employees shall 
bo maintained in Form CPWA-29 prescribed by the Central 
Public Works Account Code. 

[No. S-32014(l)/77-WC(MW)] 
HANS RAJ CHHABRA, Dy. Secy. 

New Delhi, the 7th October, 1977 

S.O. 3370. — In pursuance ol Section 17 of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act, 1947 (14 of 1974) the Central Government hereby 
publishes Ihc following award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal No, 2, Bombay in the indirstrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of 
Bombay Port Trust, Bombay and their workmen which was 
received by the Central Government on the 5th October, 1977, 


BEFORE THE CENTRAE GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 2, BOMBAY 

Reference No. CGlT-2/16 of 1976 

PARTIES ; 

Employers in relation to the management of the Bombay 
Port Trust, Bombay. 

AND 

Their workmen. 

APPEARANCES ; 

For the Employers — Shri R. K. Shetty, Legal Advisor. 

For the Workmen — Dr. S. Maitra, General Secretary, 
BPT General Workers’ Union, 

STATE : Maharashtra INDUSTRY ; Ports and Docks 

Bombay, the 19th September, 1977 
AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, acting under 
Section KMlKd) of the industrial Disputes Act, 14 of 1947 
by their order No, L. 31011(7)/76-D. IV(A) dated 20-11-1976 
has referred Ihc following dispute for adjudication 

“Whether the demand of the B.P.T. General Workers’ 
Union for monthly rotation of Indoor and Outdoor 
Mazdoor working in the Mobile Crane Section of 
the Chief Mechanical Engineer’s Department of the 
Bombay Port Trust, is justified ? If not, at what 
interval should the rotation take place ? Also, in 
what manner should such rotation, if considered 
necessary, be effected ? 

The workjncn are represented by two unions viz,, the 
B.P.f, General Workers' Union and the B.P.T. Employees’ 
Union. Only the former Union has filed a statement of claim 
and not the latter. In their statement Ihe General Workers' 
Union have stated that in the Mobile Crane Section of the 
Chief Mechanical Engineer 184 Mazdoors are working. Some 
of them categorised as indoor workers, are given work in 
the garage and the others known as outdoor workers are 
sent to work with drivers. The Indoor workers gel an oppor- 
tunity to work along with Driver Mechanics. Welders, Car- 
penters, Tin Smiths, Electricians, Winders, Fitters and other 
Skilled Artisens. Ihercfore they are preferred to the Out- 
door Mazdoors in the matter of promotion to the posts of 
skilled workers and Artisans. The Outdoor Mazdoors who 
are required to work with the Drivers do not gel any oppor- 
tunity to learn these skills of Driver Mechanics, Welders, 
Carpenters, Tin Smiths, Electricians etc. At best they can 
learn driving Heavy Motor Vehicles to become Crane Drivers 
Gr. II. Yet a common seniority list is maintained for both 
Ihe Indoor and Outdoor Mazdoors and when a vacancy for 
a promotional post occurs it is filled up on the basis of 
seniority-cum-suitability. In view of the different type of 
work handled by the Indoor and Outdoor Maztloors it is 
always the Indoor Mazdoor that is found more suitable for 
promotion, For this reason the Outdoor Mazdoors demand 
introduction of a system of rotation between indoor and 
outdoor sections (vide charter of demand dated, 2-7-1976), 
The management was not agreeable to this demand for rota- 
tion, The matter was placed before the Assistant Labour 
Commisaioncr (Central), Bombay for conciliation, who took 
up this dispute into conciliation and submitted his failure 
report on 19-8-1976 to the Government. Thereupon the Gov- 
ernment referred the matter to this Tribunal for adjudication. 

The Bombay Port Trust through its Secretary has filed a 
written statement opposing this demand for rotation, both 
on grounds of law and fact. Thev say that the General 
Secretarv of the B.P.T. General Workers’ Union should 
'atisfv the Court that he is didv authorised bv the General 
Body of the TTnion to rabc the present industrial disnute. 
Thev also sav that In the absence of a provision in the Con- 
stitution of the Union authorising 'he Managing Uommiltee 
or the General Body to raise a dispute Njth the Pmnlovcrs 
It is not competent for the General Secretary by bimcelf to 
raise the present dispute. Tliev call iinon the Union to 
produce Membership Regsiter, Minutes Book, Certified copy 
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of resolution passed by tbc members at the General Body 
Meeting of the Union etc. They have also taken the plea 
that the decision of the question whether there should be 
rotation between Indoor and Outdoor workers being essen- 
tially a managerial function, this Tribunal cannot go into it. 
They further say that the Indoor Mazdoors may earn more 
overtime wages than the Outdoor Mazdoors. On that ground 
alone they submit rotation should not be ordered, Accord- 
ing to them us per the long standing practice existing in the 
B.P.T. the senior-most Mtizdoors are posted in the Indoor 
Section to enable them to earn a little more money by wav 
of overtime wages. As this practice has been obtaining in the 
Bombay Port Trust for several years past the same need 
not be interfered with. They also point out that the B.P.T. 
General Workers’ Union itself opposed this system of rota- 
tion on an earlier occasions as can he seen from the minutes 
of notes of discussions held on 11-10-1973 between the 
Management of the Bombay Port rust on the one hand and the 
B.P.T. General Workers’ Union and the B.P.T. Employees’ 
Union representing the workmen on the Mobile Crane Section, 
on the other. They further submit that out of 184 Mazdoors 
in the Mobile Crane Section 43 arc employed in Day Shift 
in the Garage (called as Indoor Section), 30 numbers with 
the Breakdown staff (known as Artisans) and the remaining 
111 persons arc employed with the Drivers on operation 
duty. The Mazdoors working with (he breakdown staff and 
with the Drivers are known as Outdoor Mazdoors. Tlie 
seniormost outdoor Mazdoors are posted in the Garage as 
and when vacancies occur, Soon after initial recruitment 
the Mazdoors in the Mobile Crane Section are posted in 
the Garage for familiarisation and thereafter on Outdoor 
work. The union raised an objection to the practice in the 
year 1973. Their demand was that the Outdoor Mazdoors 
should be treated as a different cadre and all posts of Drivers 
should be filled in from among their ranks only. During the 
pendency of the reference No, CGlT-2/73 the Bombay Port 
Trust was not effecting transfers between the Outdoor and 
Indoor Sections. After the Tribunals' Award dated 15-7-1975 
the management began posting Mazdoors on the basis of 
seniority with effect from 14-2-1975. Thereafter the present 
dispute was raised bv the Union. The management submits 

that it is not pos.siblc to concede this demand for rotation 

for the reason amorjg others that the work in the Garage 

will suffer if continuity is not ensured. The management will 

find it difffcuVl to fix responsibility. Regarding the complaint 
that the avenues for promotion are more in the Indoor Sec- 
tion than in the Outdoor Section the management points 
out that over the period 1972 to 1976 the Outdoor Personnel 
have secured more promotion than the Indoor Muzdoor 
They further submit that the Outdoor Mazdoors posted with 
the Drivers a^ulre the skill of driving and those posted with 
the Artisans for helping the Breakdown staff acquire the skill 
of welding, wiring, tin smithing etc. They also say that there 
are several instances where the Mazdoors working on Out- 
door duty are posted as skill Artisans. It is further stated 
that if the Outdoor Mazdoors posted to work with Drivers are 
found to be surplus they arc made to work along with the 
Artisans in the Day Shift which enables them to leant other 
skills or trades. For the aforesaid reasons the management 
submits that (here is no case for rotation. 

At the request of Dr. S, Maitra. General Secretary of the 
B.P.T. General Worker’s Union (herein after referred as the 
Union), the case was adjourned from 6-7-1977 to 4-8-1977. 
On 4-8-1977 no one appeared for the Union. The case was 
again ad)ouTne,d to 31-8-1977 finally. Notice of peremptory 
hearing wax served on the B.P.T. GcneraT Worker’s Union 
and the B.P.T. Employees’ Union on 13-8-1977 and 12-8-1977 
respectively. As the Unions did not choose to appear in pur- 
suance of this notice the matter was heard ex-paite. On 
14-9-77 at the request of Dr. Maitra the matter was reopened 
and his arguments heard. 

The affidavit of Shri Qazi Hasan Taiifiq, Senior Executive 
Engineer (Mechanical) is filed on behalf of the manage- 
ment. He is also examined as EW-1 to say that the contents 
of the Affidavit are true. On behalf of the workmen no 
evidence either oral or documentary is adduced, Dr. Maitra 
did not wish to cross-examine Mr. Tauflq. 

In the course of his affidavit Mr. Taufiq 1ms referred to 
th* several contentions raised on behalf of the management 
in their written statement, Shri Shetty for the management 
submits that the rotation of Mazdoors between the Outdoor 


and Indoor Sections is highly detrimental to the efficiency of 
the Mobile Crane Section. It is stated that the Mazdoors 
working in the Garage attend to major repairs of cranes, 
I'orklifts. Mobile Cranes etc. From among the outdoor workers, 
senior persons with sufficient experience are taken to work in 
the Garage whenever vacancies arise there. If there is regular 
rotation between the Indoor and Outdoor workers at inter.'uls 
of one month as pra>ed for by workers, the cflicicncy of 
the workshop will be adversely affected. Responsibility for 
any short coming cannot be fixed on any person. On behalf 
ol the workmen it is stated that the persons working inside 
(he Garage will have greater opportunities of acquiring skills 
of Driver Mechanics, Welder, Carpenter, Tin Smith. Electri- 
cian, Winders, Fitters etc. Whereas the persons working In 
the Outdoor Section with the Crane Drivers will have only 
the opportunity of learning driving Heavy Vehicles and noth- 
ing more. The management in the coiiisc of their statement 
has stated that the Mazdoors who are posted to work with the 
break-down staff along with the other Artisans will afso have 
an equal onporlunily of learning the aforesaid skills. Dr. Maitra 
has not refuted this avei'ment. They further submit that when- 
ever the Outdoor Mazrloors are found to be surplus they are 
put to work along with the Artisans in the Day Shift which 
also enabfes them to acquire the skills of Weldors, Tin Smiths, 
Winders etc. The correctness of this statement also is not 
questioned. In view of the above statements made by the 
management it must be held that the outdoor Mazdoors also 
have got fairly equal opportunities of acquiring the skills 
of Welders, Winders, Electricians, Fitters, Carpenters, Driver 
Mechanics etc. As aVready stated the outdoor workers are 
aiso provided with work in the Gaj-age as and when vacan- 
cies occur subject to the rule of seniority-cum-suitability. 
Dr. Maitra argued that it takes about 4 or 5 years for an 
outdoor Mazdoor to get posted in the Garage. That is not 
too long a period. Therefore the outdoor workers can have 
no grievance if the rotation prayed for is not allowed. It is 
further submitted that promotional opportunities to the higher 
posts of Welders, Fitters, Windei-s, Carnenters, Tin Smiths, 
Electriciams, highlV skilled Artisans etc. are more in the case 
of Indoor Mazdoors than in the case of Outdoor Mazdoors. 
It may be recalled that out of 184 Mazdoors, 43 work in 
Indoor Section, 30 work in Break-down batch assisting the 
Artisans and the rest work with the Crane Drivers. The man- 
agement has filed a statement showing the promotions of 
Mazdoors (indoor and outdoor) during the years 1972-76, 
trade wise. This shows that only one Outdoor Muzdoor dur- 
ing the 5 years was able to become a Wireman, While 61 
Outdoor Mazdoors became Mobile Crane Driver Gr. II only 
16 Indoor Mazdoors could get promoted to that post. We 
do not have any information on tne question as to how many 
Outdoor Mazdoors were taken info the Garage over thfa 
period. In the absence of such information it is not possihfe 
to say that the Outdoor Mazdoors arc not being given a fair 
opportunity of competing with the Indoor Mazdoors for 
promotions for the post of .drtisans. There is aiso no material 
to show that the post of a Fitter, or Welder etc. is superior 
to that of a Crane Driver Gr. II. 


It may also be noticed that Shri Maitra himself objected to 
the posting of Mazdoors from the Outdoor Section to the 
Indoor Section in 1973 (vide page 16 of the written statement 
and the annexure thereto). Paragrapbs 3.1 to 3.9 of the 
Summary Record of discussions and decisions taken at the 
meeting held on 1 3-7-1973 are extracted. In paragraph 3.4 
we find that Shri Maitra had informed the Chief Mechanical 
Engineer by a letter dated 20-1-1973 that Mazdoors working 
on cranes, trucks, forklifts etc. were quite distinct and sepa- 
rate and that they '^houIJ not be posted for duty with the 
Indoor Mazdoors. He is afso reported to have said that inter- 
t'ansfer of Indoor (non-operative) and Outdoor (Operative) 
Mazdoors was not acceptable to his Union. The above stand 
taken by Shri M.aitru in 1973 is quite inconsistent with the 
present case he is contesting for. Shri Maitra invites atten- 
tion to pnrawaph 3.5 wherein Shri Taufiq is reported to 
have .stated that the Mazdoors in the Mobile Crane Action 
had a common seniority list and that they were inter-change- 
able. It i.s argued for the workmen on (he basis of the afore- 
said statement of Shri Taufiq, that the management had never 
opposed rotation of the Mazdoors between the Indoor and 
Out door Sections. I do not agree. There Shri Taufiq said that 
the workmen between the outdoor and indoor section were 
inter-changeable and not that were being rotated. There 
is no inconsistency between the statement made by Shri 
Tanfiq in 1973 and the stand now taken by the management. 
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It is not the citse of Shii Mailra that the workers stand to 
gain more rnonet.oily by v\oikjiig indoois. The complaint is 
that the persons 'vori ing in (he Indoo) S'-clion stand a much 
fitter chance of getting piomoted to the post of Aitisans, 
This contention is not accepted for the reasons given supiii. 
The Outdoor woikcrs appear to be having of gi eater oppor- 
tunity of becoming Cinnc Drivers Grade li. Statistics fninished 
at page 27 of the papers filed by the management along with 
then' written statement show thul duiing the five years 1972- 
76 that against 16 Indoor Mazdoors promoted ns Ctanc 
Drivers Grade II there vveic 61 Outdoor Mazdoors piomoted 
to that grade. It is not the case of the Workmen that the post 
of Grade II Crane Driver is in any way inferior to that of the 
other posts listed therein. 

For the aforesaid icasons I hold (hat it is not in the 
interest of the cflicicnt running of the Indoor Section whish 
undertakes major repairs to Mobile Cranes, forklifts etc. to 
introduce the system of lotalion of Mazdoors between the 
Indore and On door Sections. The stand taken by the Bom- 
bay Port Trest General Workers’ Union on this issue has 
been inconsistent. Wbilc in 1973 they opposed the resting 
of Outdoor Mazdoors in the Oarage now they arc insisting on 
Outdoor Mazdoors being posted in the Iiidoor Section by 
I'otation with the Indoor Mazdoors at in ervals of one month 
or more. Further the workmen also have failed to csta- 
bli.sh as to how the introduction of the system of rotation 
is beneficial to them either monetarily or o'hcrwisc. 


The other contention raised on behalf of the management 
that the B.P.T. General Workei''s Union or Shi'i Maitrc, its 
Ocncipl Seci-ctary is not competent to espouse the cause of 
♦he workmen heroin unlcs.s (here is a I’esolution of the 
General Body of the Union authorising the Managing Com- 
mittee to raise such a dispute. It is also submitted that un- 
less the Constitution of the Union fiuthorrses the Managing 
Committee or the Genci'al Secretai'v to raise the present 
industrial dispute it is not competen' to the General Secre- 
tary by himself to do so. This question has got relevance 
is the case of an individual dispute and not in the case of 
a dispute that affects the interests of one section of woi'kmen as 
in the insl.inf case. It is also not disputed that several 
of the Outdoor M.azdoors arc members of the B.P.T. General 
Worker’s Union. In paragraph 16 of the written statement 
the management has stated as follows : — 

“Most of the Mazdoors of the Mobile Crane Section had 
their allegiance to the B.P.T. Employee’s Union. When 
(he disunite over the ci'eation of the post of Mobile 
Crane Supervisor (Oiwrative) was raised by the 
Union, most of the drivers along with Outdoor maz- 
doors changed their allegiance to the Union here- 
in," 

The above passage from the written statement of the 
management indicates that the claim of Dr. Maitra that 80 
per cent of the Itfazdoors working in the Outdoor Section are 
member's of the B.P.T. General Worker’s Union is not an 
exaggeration. At page 171 of the Law of Industrial Dis- 
putes, .second edition, Vol, I by Shri Malhotra it is stated 
that as far as a union of the workmen of the establishment 
itself is concerned, the problem of espousal by them gene- 
rally presents litfle difficulty, as the workmen who are mem- 
bers of snch unrons generally have the COMMUNITY OF 
INTEREST with the individual employee who is one of 
their fellow workmen. It is not disputed that the B.P.T. 
General Worker’s Union is a Union of workmen of the 
establishment itself. I therefore hold that the Union Is 
competent to raise the present dispufe on behalf of the Out- 
door Mazdoors in the Mobile Crane .Section, majority of 
whom a'L' the members of that Union, 

For the reasons s1ate<l above I hold that the demand of 
the B P.T. Genera! Wotket’.s LInion for rotation of Indoor 
and Or'tdorar Mrrzdours working in the Mobile Trane .Section 
of the Thief TtTech.rnical Encineers’ Department of the 
Bombay Port Ftrr-l, is not jtrstified. The ftrrther questions 
viz. at what interval (he rotation shoultl take pl.tce and in 
what manner such rotation shonkt be effected do not arise 
for considenrtion as the dcmrmd for r'otation itself is held to 
bo unirrslitierl. The reference is answered accordingly, 

P. RAMAKRTvSHNA. Pr-csiding Officer 
[No. I-310ni7)/76-DlV, A] 
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New Delhi, the 1 llh October, 1977 

S.0.3371. — ^In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Drspules Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Industrial Tri- 
bunal, Madras in the industrial dispute between the employers 
in relation to the management of Madr-as Stevedores Asso- 
ciation, Madras and their worknion, which was received by 
the Central Government on the lOlh October, 1977. 

BEFORF. THJRU K, SELVARATNAM, B.A., B.L„ 
PRESIDING OFFICFR, 

INDUSTRIAL, TRIBUNAL, MADRAS. 
(Constitnted by the Cenrial Government) 

Thursday, the 29th day of September, 1977 
Industrial Dispute No. 66 of 1976 

(In the matter of the dispute for adjudication under 
Section lOtDfd) of the Indusitrial Disputes Act, 
1947 between the workmen and the Management 
of Madras Stevedores Association, Madras.) 

BETWEEN 

The workmen represented by the Secretary Madras 
Workers Union, ‘Bhagat House’, 1/73, Broadway, 
Mudras-600001. 

AND 


The Chairman, 

Madras Stevedores Association, 

Madras Dock Labour Board Buildings, 

ist Floor, North Beach Road, Madras-SOOOOI. 

REFERENCE : 

Order No, L-33012(4)/76-D.lV(A), dated 23-12-1976 of 
the Minis'ry of Labour, Government of India. 

This dispute coming on for final hearing on Friday, the 
23rd day of September, 1977 upon penising the reference, 
claim and counter statements and all other material papers 
on record and upon hearing the arguments of Thiru R, 
Ganesan, Advocate for the Management and this dispute 
having stood over till this day for consideration, this Tri- 
bunal made the following Award ; — 

AWARD 

This is a reference by the Government of India under 
Section lOtDtd) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 for 
adjudication of an Industrial Dl.spulo between the Madras 
Stevedores As.sociatlon, Madras and a worker in the matter 
of termination of services of the worker Thiru M. Kuppu- 
swamy, the watchman. 

(2) The issue referred for adjudication is as follows : 

Whether the Madras Stevedores Association, Madras is 
justified in terminating the services of Shri M. Kup- 
puswamy. Watchman, with effect from the 24th 
March, 1 976 ? If not, to what relief is the con- 
cerned workman entitled ? 

(3) The Petitioner-Union filed a Claim Statement, whereto 
it is staled a.s follows : The Petitioner-LJnion is a registered 
trade union representing the majority of the workmen em- 
ployed hy the respondent Association, including the worker 
Thiru M. Kuppiiswamy whose services have been terminated. 
The worker M, Kuppuswaml met with a Railway accident 
on 7-9-1946 and his left arm was amputated. Ho joined as a 
watchman in 1959 in the International Clearing and Shipping 
Agency and continued there as a watchman till 1.5th August, 
1968. Thereafter, he wav absorbed by the Madras Stevedores 
Association, which was formed on 16th August, 1968. He was 
working a.s a watchman under the Madras Stevedores Asso- 
ciation. During his eight years of sei-vice in the respondent- 
Managemcnt there was no complaint against the worker re- 
garding his work, He was performing his duties of a watch- 
man efficiently and there was no complaint of misconduct 
He was also able to ride a cycle and was smart In his work. 
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His efllcicnvy was lajmmcndcd by previous employer also. 
While so, all of a sudden on 2‘4-3-iy76, Ihc Managcmcnl lei- 
minated his services on the grouml that he was unfii for 
work on the basis of medical opinion that he was physically 
handicapped. He was not sent even befoic the Medical 
Board regarding his fitness. Without even examining the 
worker, the Medical Officer of the Association gave his 
medical opinion which is arbitrary and based on the arbi- 
trary opimon of the doctor the Management took a decision 
to declare the worker Kuppuswamy unfit for service and to 
terminate his services. The matter was taken to the Conci- 
liation Officer and the concllitation failed. In the abova 
circumstances, the Central Government has referred the dis- 
pute for adjudication to this 'I'ribunal. Hence the termina- 
tion should be set aside and the reinstatement may be order- 
ed with continuity of service with full back wages. 


f4J A counter statement was filed by the Management 
Association stating that they had no knowledge about the 
transfer of the worker Kuppuswamy fr»m the International 
Clearing and Shipping Agency to the Management Associati- 
on and they were not aware when he joined the Association 
that he was physically handicapped. They came to know 
about the physical handicap of the worker only when he 
was medically examined for the first time on 1.3-3-1976. They 
also contended that the duties required to be performed by 
the workei- arc to board the ships and he has to go into the 
hatches of the ships and climb steep ladders. With one 
arm, the worker could not efficiently perform his duties. The 
Medical Officer pronounced that he was unfit for the work 
which was entrusted to him. The Management accepted the 
advise of the Medical Officer and terminated his services. 
Hence the Petition may be dismissed. 


(5) They also raised a preliminary objection in the 
counter statement that in as much as the Petidoner-Union 
did not represent the substantial number of workmen the 
petition is not maintainable. 


(6) The points that arise for consideration arc ; (1) 
whether the Petitioner-Union is competent to represent the 
case of the individual worker, namely, Kuppuswamy, whose 
services were terminated by the Manajiemcni and (2) whether 
the teirninulion of the seivices of Kuppuswamy is justified. 


(7) Point No. 1. — ^Thiru S. Thangasaniy who was the 
Secretary of the Union has spoken in his evidence as W.W. 1 
that members of the Stevedores Association were the members 
of their Union. Ab«ul 150 persons were Iheir members and 
the case of the worker Kuppuswamy was sponsored in the 
general body meeting. A resolution was passed to take up 
the matter m the general body meeting as evidence by Kx. 
W-1 at page R6, dated 26-3-1976. The matter was piii-sucd 
further and on 30-6-1977 in the Fxcculive Mceliog 
it was decided to take up the cause of the wrongful dismissal 
of the worker Kuppuswamy and the resolution was recorded 
as seen from Ex. W-2 at pa^e 360. They wrote a letter to 
the Regional Labour Commissioner, the copy of which is 
Ex. W-3, to which, no reply was given by the Management. 
Kuppuswamy was working as a watchman for the past 8 
years. They moved the Labour Commissioner for concili- 
ation for giving a petition and Ex. W-4 was the copy of the 
original. The Commissioner recommended reinstatement or 
giving him an alternative job as seen from Ex. W-5, which 
was rejected by the Management, But so far us these records 
are eoneerned, the suggestion by the learned counsel appearing 
for the Management is that the Minutes book and cnliies 
thereon were got up for the purpose of the case. But the 
suggestion was denied, On a perusal of the Minutes Book and 
the entries I find that the Resolution has been pa.sscd in the 
regular course and there is no material to suggest the entries in 
the minutes book were got for the occasion. As regards Steve- 
dores Assocation, W.W, 1 Thiru S, Thunagasamy swears that 
1.50 persons are members of the Harbour Worker’s Union and 
they have sponsored the eases of the worker. The Manage- 
ment has not established that 150 persons are a small num- 
ber to represent the cause of the worker. Therefore, on 
evidence I find a substantial number of persons of the Union 
had taken up ihe cause of the dismissed worker and sought 
remedv first hv reconciliation and thereafter by adjudication. 
Further. Section 2-A of the Industrial Disputes Act make it 
97 01/77— S 
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abundantly clear that when an employer discharges or dis- 
misses a workei the dispute is deemed to be an industrial 
Oispute notwithstanding that no other workmen or any union 
or woikmen is a pariy to the dispute. On facts anti law 1 
find that the Petitioner-Union is eompeicnt to lepresent the 
worker. Therefore, there is no .substance in the contention 
of the learned counsel for the Management. 


(8) rOlN'f NO, 2 ; The worker has been discharged on the 
sole ground that he is physically handicapped, namely, one 
arm is amputated. It is the contention of the Management 
that the nature of the work he has to pcifonn is such th.it 
he cannot efficiently discharge his duties with one arm. Their 
contention is that he was a watchman and he had to go round 
on board, the ship, to detect thefts, to catch thieves and he 
had to do the job of climbing up ladders and get down from 
sleep heights of the ship and go into the hatches for which 
he was physically unfit. Ex. M-3 is the medical certificate 
of the doctor M.W. 1, the copy of which is Ex. M-1. The 
learned counsel appearing for the Petitioner Union would 
contend that M.W. 1 is not at all useful and he has no per- 
sonal knowledge about the efficiency of the worker and it is 
only his surmise that he could not discharge duties efficiently 
and the Tribunal should reject his evidence. M. W. I’s evi- 
dence is ihiil he examined the worker on 15-3-1976 on the 
instructions of the Administrative Officer and he was asked 
for his opinion whether the watchman could catch the thief 
and board the ship and whether he could go inside the hatch. 
On examination he found he had only one arm and the 
other arm was found amputated and as such he found him 
unsuitable for the work. His evidence is not at all useful 
for the following reasons ; He admits that he had not seen 
W.W. 2 working and he had not seen W.W. 2 going into the 
hatches and also on board the ship where he was employed 
and frankly admits that his opinion is based on the physical 
handicap of ihe worker and he had not seen his perfor- 
mance and he had not asked him to demonstrate his 
capacity to go into the hatches of the ship. Therefore his 
opinion is a surmise. It is not uncommon, people with one 
hand do physical labour as efficiently as others, In the 
picscni case, the evidence of W.W. 2 is that though he had 
lost his one arm in the railway accident in the year 1946, 
he has been continuously employed in the ship as watch- 
man and he wa.s originally employed as watchman in the 
International Clearing and Shipping Agency till 1968 and 
thereafter he joined Stevedores Association, where he was 
woiking fiom August, 1968 as a watchman till his services 
were terminated on 24-3-1976. The learned counsel appear- 
ing for the Management represented that the Management 
came to know that he was physically handicapped only at 
that time when his services were terminated and he was re- 
fen ed to ilio Doctor. But such a contention is against the 
evidence in this case. M.W. 1, the Doctor admitted that 
from 1971-72 onwards he knew him and he used to come 
to him for treatment and for medical certificate and even then 
he know that he had only one arm. Further the nature of 
handii'ap is such that be cannot make a secret of it. There- 
fore the learned counsel for the Management contended that 
they came to know about his physical handicap only in 1976 
is not at all convincing. It is admitted by the Management 
that they had no complaint about his work, Ex. W-8 is 
the certificate given by the International Clearing and .Shipping 
■Agency, dated 25-9-1963, where It is stated that the worker 
buppuswamy was found smart and trustworthy, ft is to 
be remembered that he had been working as a watchman 
from 1968 onwards. T fail lo see how all of a sudden he 
became unfit in 1976. His evidence that he can ride bicycle 
and catch thieves and climh ladder and get into the hatches 
'-emains unrebnfted. Therefore, there is no reason why the 
Tribunal should not accept his evidence. On considering the 
enfira evidence in this case, I am of the view that the termi- 
n.atinn of the services of the watchman Thini M. Kuppu- 
swamy is noi justified and is entitled lo he reinstated 


fdj In the result, the worker Kuppuswamy is lo he rein- 
stated within 15 days after the publication of the Award with 
continuitv of service and back wages. An Award is passed 
accordingly. 

Dated, this 29th day of .September. 1977. 


K, SFT.VARATNAM. Presiding Offlcei' 
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WITNESSES EXAMINED 

E'or woi kmen ; 

W.W. 1 — Thiui S. Thangasamy, Secretary of the Union. 

W.W. 2 — Thiiu M. Kurpuswamy. 

For ManageiTien' ; 

M.W, l~Dr. V. P. Naidu. 

DOCUMENTS MARKED 

For Workmen : 

Ex. W-1 — Resolution icgarding non-employment of 

W.W. 2 passed at the general body meeting on 
26-3-1976 at page 36 of the Minutes Book, 

Ex. W-2— Resolution regarding non-employment of 

W.W. 2 passed at the Executive Committee meeting 
on 30-6-76 at page 360 of the Minutes Book. 

E\ W 3 J-8'76 — Letter from the Union to the Regional 
Labour Commissioner (Central) Madras regarding 
non-employment of W.W. 2. 

Ex. W 4/26-5-76 — Letter from the Union to the Regional 
Labour Commissioner (Central) Madras regarding 
non employment of W.W. 2. 

E.\. W-5//8-ll-76~-Concrliation failure icporf. 

Ex. W-6— -Extracts of Hatch posting for the year 1973 
to 1975. 

Ex. W-7/25-7'7,5 — Certificate given by the Supci visor, 
of the Stevedore to W.W. 2. 

E.x, W-R/23-9-fi3 — Certificate given by the International 
Clearing and Shipping Agency to W.W. 2. 

For Management : 

Ex. M-1 — Medical Certificate of M.W. 1 relating to 
W.W 2 (copy). 

Fx M-2/19-4-76 — Letter from W.W, 2 to the Governor 
of Tamil Nadu regarding his non-employment. 

Ex. M-3/L5-3'76 — Original of Ex, M-L 

K. SELVARATNAM, Presiding Officer 

Note ; Parlies are directed to take retiirn of their docn- 
ment(s) within six months from the date of the Award. 

[No. 1.-33012(4) /76-D. IV (All 
NAND I.AL. Desk Officci 
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New Delhi, the 13lh October, 1977 

S.O. 3372. — Whereas the Central Government being satElied 
•hat the public interest so required, had in pursuance of the 
provisions ol sub-clause Ivi) of clause (n) of section (2) of 
Ihe Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 tl4 of 1947), declaicd by 
the notification of the Government of India in (he Ministry 
of Labour No. S.O. 1349 dated the 18th April, 1977, the 
uranium industi'y to be a public utility seivicc for the purposes 
of the .said Act, for a period of six months from Ihe 2()th 
April, 1977; 

.And, whereas, the Central Government is of the opinion 
that the public interest reqtiiics the ex'ension of the said 
pci iod by a further period of six months; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by the 
pioviso to sub-clause tvi) of clause (n) of section 2 of the 
liidustiial Disputes Act, 1947 1 14 of 1947), Ihe Central Go- 
vernment hereby declares the said industry to be a public 
ii'ility seivicc for the purposes of the said Act for a fuither 
period of six months from the 20lh October, 1977. 

[No. S. 1 1017/5/77, DKA)] 
L. K. NARAYAN.AN, Desk Officer 
MINISTRY OF LABOUR 
New Delhi, the 17lh October, 1977 

S.O. 3373 . — in pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Oovernment 
hereby publishes the following award of the Centtal tjovern- 
ment Industiial Tribunal No, 3, Dhanbad, in the induR rial 
dispute bo ween the employers in relations to the manage- 
ment of Messis Delhi Rohtas Light Railw'ay Company Limi- 
ted and their workmen which was leceivcd by the Central 
Governmenr on the 6lh October, 1977. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUN AL-CUM-LABOUR COURT NO, 3 AT DHANBAD 

Reference No. T5 of 1976 

In the matter of nn industrial dispute under S.lOtlKd) of 
the Industrial Disputes Ac*, 1947. 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of Me -pis 
D chri-Rohtas Light Railway Company I united. 

AND 

Tlieir workmen, 

APPEARANCES : 

On behalf of the Workmen ; Shri Dwarika Singh, General 
Advocate, 

On behalf of the Workmen : Shri Dwarika Singh General 
Seci ctary. 

■STATE ; Bihar INDUSTRY ; Light Railway 

AWARD 

Dhanbavl 29th September, 1977 

This is a icfcrcnce U/S l(Kl)(d) of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act, 1947 thcrciriafier called the Act) by the Govt, 
of India, Ministry of I^tbour under Order No, E-41012/1 /76- 
D.IIB, Da ed the 21st February, 1976. The schedule of refe- 
rence is as follovvs ; — 

THE SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of the Dchri- 
Rc litas Light Railway Company Limited, Dalmia- 
nagar, in promoting Shii Parikha Ram, Firemen, to 
Ihe post of Loco Driver with effect from 21-7-1975 
ignoiing the chums of all the workmen mentioned 
in the Annexure is proper and ju tilled ? If not, to 
what relief are the aflee'ed workmen entitled ? 

ANNEXURE 

SHUNTERS 

1. Shri Ganaurl. 

2. Shri Nathuni. 
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3. Sbri Ramie#. 

4. Shri Suduma 

5. Shri Mahip. 

6. Shri Giilab. 

7. Shri Sura). 

K. Shri Jag'nath 

9. Shri Managct. 

10. Shii Ramkumnr. 

11. Shii Bihari. 

12. Shri Juniun. 

I. 3, Shri Runsnath. 

14. Shri Jug.lish Pd, Singh. 

15. Shri Puran. 

FIRIiMFN 

1. Shri Sandhi. 

2. Shri Dharnni Nalh. 

3. Shri Bajnath Singh. 

4. Shri RamchanJra. 

5. Shri Seonandan Tiwari. 

6. Shri Rajiiarain. 

7. Shri Vidyarthi. 

R. Shri laparnath. 

9. Shri Deo Kr. Sinoh. 

10. Shri Raphunath. 

II, Shri Seoinuni. 

12. Shri Sania-suddin, 

13. Shri Ciopal Pd. 

14. Shri Mimdrikii, 

15. Shri Chultoo. 

16. Shri Amareihwnr. 

17. Shri Badriraruln. 

18. Shri Parikha. 

19. Shri lamaUiddln 

20. Shri Laxmi. 

21. Shri Bishwanath. 

22. Shri Siiraidco. 

23. Shri Salniiddln. 

24. Shri Riasat. 

2. It i,s Ihe promotion of Shri Pi rikha Rum. Fireman, to 
t^ic post of Loco Driver with effect from 21-7-75 which has 
given ri, 9 c to the dispute. According to Ihe workmen given in 
the annexurc to the schedule claim of those Shunters and 
Fireman of Dehri Robta.s light Riiilvvay Co. ltd. (hcjeln- 
tifter called the D.R.T.. Riulwnyl who were senior to Parikha 
Ram has Ijeen ignoied. 

3. The dispute has been sponsored hv the Dehri Rohins 
Light Railway Employees IJnion, Dalrniimagar (Rohlirs). 
Demand was made on the management and when the same 
was rejected further action was taken and thereafter the 
present reference was made. 

4. Case of the union is that the management of D.R.L. 
Railway Co. Ltd., has been consistently following a definite 
principle for promotion from one category to another and 
that was (he consideration of seniority and merit as well a.s 
an interview of those eligible for promotion. In the running 
staff of the D.R.L. Railway there is a hierarchy in the loco- 
running staff and the post of loco dri'.er is at the highest 
rung of the ladder below which is Shunter anil then Fireman 
and at the end of the ladder is the Agwalla, When a vacancy 
arises promotion is made from the category below the post 
in which promotion is required. 

5. It is said that Shri Parikha Ram was not a Shunter 
and stood much below among the Fireman in the order of 
ncnlority and was promo'ed as Txico Driver only on the 
ground that he had tried to scuttle the strike which had com- 
menced on 21-1-75 and continued upto 10-6-75. As a reward 
he was momoted out of turn which is a case of unfair labour 
practice in which all the principles and practice of promo- 
tion laid down by the management were given a go by. 


6. It is contended that this action of the management 
lias caused serious dLscontentment amongst the workmen in 
general and serious cause of industrial unrest and it will 
result in establishing a veiw bad precedent unless rectified. 
Those workmen who are in the calegoiy of Shunters ate 
entitled to be considered for promotion as Loco Driver with 
effect from 21-7-1975 on the basis of seniority-cum-merit 
determined in an open interview. It is said that Shri Parikha 
Ram may be placed in hi.s oi'iginal place of Fireman and one 
amongst the Shunlcrs be promoted to the po.st of Loco Driver 
with retrospecivc effect from 21-7-75. 

7. The employers have filed a written statement contend- 
ing inter alia that the pre ent reference is invalid in a law as 
the promotion is a function of the management and also 
because the dispute referred to the Tribunal is vague as it 
does not disclose the alleged claim of the Shunters or Fire- 
men who should have been promoted In place of Shri 
Parikha Ram. 

8. Their case further i.s lhat Shri Paiikha Ram was ini- 
tially appointed on 2-4-67 and was working as a Fireman 
since 1 1-4-68. On account of his efficiency he was allowed 
to woi’k as a Loco Driver from .sometime in January 1975 to 
middle of lunc 1975. During this period his performance was 
watdhed by the Fuel, Power & Transportation Inspector ;uid 
other officers from time to time and they found that he was 
quite efficient to work as l.oco Driver. His conduct was also 
reported to he uniformly satisfactory. In view of his efficiency 
he was promoted to the post of Loco 17rivcr with effect from 
21-7-75 as there was only one vacancy on account of the 
death of one Chandrika Ram. 

9. Their case also is lhat there is no binding channel for 
promotion to higher post and the management while promot- 
ing an employee, considers his efficiency and performance. 
Seniority-cum-efficiency is a criteria for promotion and not 
senioriy alone and in promoting him on the ground of 
efficiency no unfair loboiir practice was re, sorted to. Action 
of the management is justified and the workmen are entitled 
to no relief. 

10. There is a rejoinder on behalf of the workmen in 
which there is emphasis in paragraph 3 lhat it is not correct 
that Shri Parikha Ram was allowed to work as Loco Driver 
due to his efficiency. 

11. There is also a icjoindcr on hchtilf of the employers. 
It Ls said that the general rule of promotion as envisaged in 
the settlement dated 12-6-67 lays down the guidelines and 
promotion in question was made after duly considering cases 
of al Jthc eligible candidates whether working as Shuntes or 
Firemen. On due consideration of the merit and cllicicncy 
the management came to Iho conclusion that Shi i Paiikha Ram 
was most suitable to be promoted to the post of Loco Drivei. 
In the foot plate trials held from lime to time by the Power- 
cum-Fuel Inspector .and reports from othci' officers con- 
nected with the working of the locomotives his efficiency to 
handle locomotives had been found uniformly satisfactory. 
Besides, he had shown devotion of duty during the period of 
unjustified strike. As there was only one vacancy due to the 
death of Chandrika Ram the management promoted the most 
efficient man and it cannot be said to be an unfair labour 
practice. 

12. It is further said that it is not the nnivcrsnl practice to 
cull for interview the workmen of immediate lower category 
to fill up vacancy in the next higher calegoiy. There is no 
bar in promoting a Fireman to the post of Loco Driver if he 
is found efficient and suitable for the post. 

13. In .support of their case the parties have entered inio 
evidence and have also produced documents. On behalf of 
the workmen WW-1 Shri Dawarika Singh, Gcncrul Secrctaiy 
of the D.R.L, Railway Employees Llnion and WW-2 Sri 
Sudama Ram, Shunter in the D.R.L. Railway, have bee.n 
examined. Ccilain documents have been produced on their 
behalf and chronologically they are Fxls. W-3, Office Order 
No. 17 dt. 13-11-69,''W-2, Office Order No. 58 dated 28-11-70. 
W-1, Office Order No. nil dated 5-12-70, W-4, Office Order 
No. 36 dated 20-11-73. W-5, Office Order No. 12 dated 
12-12-75 and W-6, Ciffice No. 13 damd 2-7-76. All these 
office orders relate to interview for promotion among the 
loco running st.aff. Ext, W-7 is a chargeable riated 26-5-72 
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issued 10 Pnrikha Ram and Ext. ^'8 dated 15-10-73 is an- 
other chargesheet again.st him. Ext. W-9 dated 13-1 1-/5 is ^ 
warning issued to him. 


14 The management have examined MW-1, LtKo & Lai- 
liage Supdt, of the D.R.T. Railway and MW;^, Euel & 
Power Transportation Inspector of that Railway. The earliest 
documents fiW on their behalf is Ext. M-1 memorandum of 
Settlement dated 12-6-67 wherein item No, 4 procedure to be 
followed in promotion has been laid down. h\t. M-3/i is 
the Office Order dated 4-4-68 by which Shri Parikha « am was 
promoted as Fireman from Agwalla, Ext. M-4 is the toot- 
plate report dated 14-7-74 regarding the 
rnl employees including Parlkha Ram, Ext ^-3 ts the Otto 
Order dated 21-7-75 promoting him as Loco Dnver. Prior 
to it there is Ext. M-5 dated 4-7-75 by w^li^h the manage- 
raenl has been informed about the dcatti of Chandiika Kfi^tm 
The last document is E.xt. M-2, unions demand dated 
13-10-75. 


15. Learned Advocate appearing for the management has 
contended that the reference is vague and no adjudication 
is possible. Ho has submitted that grievance being that 24 
persons have been superseded and there being only one 


vacancy no” relief can be given, particularly when it is not 
the case of the union that Ihe scnioi' most she 


houkl be piomot- 

IflD CUSD Ui Llic UJlitJli llli-H. ... -J-iS-r V I 

ed. Accordingly there is no real dispute to be adjudicated 
and in that view of the matter he contends that the leference 
Ls invalid and must be rejected. 

16. Section 2-k of the Act gives the diflnition of •‘Indus- 
trial Dispute” and it requires three things, namely, (ij there 

should be a dispute or difference ; (it) the dispute or dme- 
rcnce should be between employci-s and employers, or bet- 
ween employers and workmen or between workmen and work- 
men' (iii) the dispute or difference must bo connected witji 
the employment oi non-employment or the terms of ernpmy- 
ment or with the conditions of labour of any person. The 
first part refers to the factum of the real and siibslantml dis- 
pute, the second part to the paitie.s to the dispute and the 

ihiid to the .subject matter of ihe dispute. In the 

instant case theic is a real dispute between the managmeiit 
and the workmen concerning the supersession of 
eligible workmen and promotion of a workmen much below 
in senioiity not only among his own category but also in the 
higher category of w'orkmen. This dispute is connected with 
the employment of the senior most among the workmen 
working as Shunters. Therefore, all the tngreclients of Sec- 
tion 2-k are thus present in the c.asc and the dispute, between 
the parties t.s an industrial dispute and the reference is com- 
petent. In this connection. T may refer to the case. The btan- 
dard Vacuum Refining Co. of Tnclia Ltd., Appellants Vs. 
Their Workmen and another. Respondents, reported in A.l.K. 
1960 S.C. 948, 

17. Then I find that the criticism of the learned Advocate 
is also unfounded on another score. If we refer to the Wi ittcn 
statement filed on behalf of the union it will be app.arent 
that the prayer is to set aside the piomotion of Shn Paritma 
Ram on the ground of unfair labour practice and to promote 
the one among Shnnteis eligible on ground of somonty-cum- 
merit in hi.s place. It is not the case of the workmen that all 
the 24 mentioned in the reference are to be piomoted. fbe 
li&t has been civen to show that by the action of Ihe 
ment so many of them have been affected. By no stretch of 
reasoning it can be said that the union wants that all the 24 
should be oromoted in one vacancy in which Pariktia Ram 
had been promoted. 

18 If it is found that the promotion of Parikha Ram 
has no; been made on the basis of any pnirclple but is an 
act of unfair labour practice, certainly the Tribunal has riglit 
to order for his being placed at his original plac* among 
the Fireman and to direct to promote one among the Shun- 
ters to the post of Loco Driver. It cannot be disputed that 
promotion is a management function and the Tribunal can- 
not take iinon itself the iurisdiclion to order promotion, but 
certainly if it is found that Ihe promotion is unjustihed 
and lacks bonafldc on the part of the management relief can 
be given to the affected workmen. Tliat being the position, it 
is not coircct for the learned Advocate to argue that the 
dispute laiscd in the present refcieoce is not capable oi 
settlement and that it is not a dispute between the manage- 
ment and the workmen. I do not agree that it was necessary 


to implead Parikha Ram and to give him an opportunity to 
be heard. Fact of the matter is that it is the management 
which is responsible for his promotion and for the superses- 
sion of a senior and capable Shunter among the category of 
Shunters and therefore the dispute is between the manage- 
ment and the workmen and not Parikha Ram and the work- 
men. That being so, it was not at all necessary to array 
Parikha Ram as one of the paitics in the reference. He figures 
therein only on account of the action of the management 
with regard to his promotion. If it is found that Parikha 
Ram’s promotion is unjustified it would not be correct to 
say that he would be deprived of the right that has accrued 
to him on account of his being confirmed on the post of a 
Loco Driver. 

19. In this connection I may refer to the case between 
Management of Brooke Bond India (P) Ltd,, and their Work- 
men reported in Vol. 5 S.C.L.J. 3502. In this c,ise the apjKl- 
lant company promoted two employees from Grade A to 
Grade B on April 1, 1959, as a result Mancrikar, one of the 
promoted employees superseded one employee while Dhiime 
another promoted employees superseded si.x employees. The 
award of the Tribunal was attacked before their Ixirdships 
on two main grounds. It was urged that on the face of it the 
award could not be sustained for there were only two promo- 
tions by the management and the Tribunal had ordered the 
management to promote five persons. In the second place it 
was argued that the Tribunal’s finding that there were mala- 
fiJes and victimisation is based on no evidence. It is contend- 
ed that even if the Tribunal found that there was case for 
Interference it should have sot aside the promotion of Dhume, 
as Manerikar in any case was entitled to promotion being 
No. 2 in the seniority list and .should have directed the ap- 
pellant to promote another person in place of Dhume after 
considering all relevant factors. Their Lordships laid down the 
principles to be followed by a Tribunal in such a case and 
said : 


‘‘generally speaking promotion is a management func- 
tion ; but it may bo recongised that there may be 
occasions when a Tribunal may have to interfere 
wi’h promotions made by the management where 
it is felt that persons superseded have been so super- 
seded on account of mal.ifide.s or victimisation, 
Even so after a finding of malafides or victimisa- 
tion, it Is not the function of a Tribimal to consider 
the merits of various employees itself and then 
decide whom to promote or whom not to promote. 

If any Industrial tribunal finds that promotions have 
been made which are unjustified on the ground of 
malafides or of victimisaton, the proper course for 
It to take Is to set aside the promotions and ask the 
management to consider the cases of .superseded 
employees and decide for itself whom to promote, 
except of course the person whose promotion has 
been set aside by the Tribunal,” 

20. It would thus apfiear that on the above piincrplcs if 
1 come to the conclusion that promotion of Parikha Ram 
is a result of a malafldo action of the management and it 
is an unfair labour practice, certaily I can interfere with the 
order of the management notwithstanding the fact that pro- 
motion is a management function and Parikha Ram is ulreadv 
working as a l.oco Driver and I can order the management 
to consider the case of superseded employees and decide for 
itself whom to promote. 

21. There is yet another argument of the learned Advocate 
regarding the validity of the reference. He has contended 
that there arc 24 workmen in the annexure to the schedule 
and all of them are certainly not concerned with the promo- 
tion of Parikha Ram. According to him, therefore by includ- 
ing the 24 workmen some of whom are Shunters and others 
are Eoremen, the Central Govt, has rendered the reference 
invalid in as much as there being only one vacancy, so many 
of them canont be promoted in case Parikha Ram is 
reverted back to his original post. 

22. To me however it appears that this tirgument is also not 
tenable. These 24 persons have been mentioned in the an* 
nexitre to the schedule not because all of them claimed to be 
promoted in place of Parikha Ram. rather, (hey are all inte- 
rested in the reference as Parikha Ram was junior to all the 
Shunters and was also junior to some of the Firemen. This 
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promotion brought about a change in the condition, of ser- 
vice and all the 24 have a direct and substantial interest in 
this dispute. In this connection I may refer to the case bet- 
ween workmen of Dimakiichi Tea Estate, Appellants Vs. 
Management of Dimakuchi Tea Estate, Re.sponilent reported 
in A.I.R. 1958 S.C. 353. In this case their lordships consi- 
dered the expression “any person” in Section 2(k) of the 
Act and came to the conclusion that even if the person reuard- 
iug whose employment, non-employment, terms of employ- 
ment or conditions of labour the dispute was raised was not 
strictly speaking “a workman" within the meaning of the 
Act all those who had direct or sulrstantial interest as a class 
of workmen could raise the dispute against their employer. 
In the instant case the position is very much better as the 
dispute has been raised with respect to a workman and all 
those interested in the dispute are also the workmen in the 
same concern. 

23. From my discussions above it follows that the argu- 
ments of the Learned Advocate that the reference is incom- 
petent as there is no industrial dispute for settlement is un- 
founded. There is also no mcrir in his contention that as 
Parikha Ram is not a party hi.s ca.se cannot be considered and 
that for one vacancy 24 persons cannot be held eligible. His 
third argument that promotion is a function of the manage- 
ment and the Tribunal cannot interfere and Parikha Ram 
cannot be dislodged has also no legs to stand. 

24. Let u.s now look to the settlement between the Dehri 
Rohtas Light Railway Co. Ltd., and its workmen represented 
by Dehri Rohtas Light Railway Employees Union and the 
management of Dehri Rohtas Light Railway Co. 1 td.. wherein 
parasniph 4 procedure to be followed in matter of promotions 
ka.s been hud down. It says that “it is agreed that the pro- 
motions will he done on the basis of qualihcalion, experience, 
competence, phy.sical fitnes-s and seniority. In case of dispute 
of any existing case the matter will be suitably considered by 
the management. Present vacancies, if any. and future vacan- 
cies, if any, within the existing categorie.s and de.signatio.n, 
strength will be filled on the above basis, so long as suitable 
persons are available”. 

25. Apart from the above agreement the union has brought 
on record several office orders E.xls. W-1 to W-6 of different 
dates to show that except in the instant case always the 
management has been promoting persons fiom the running 
loco staff through an Interview Board. .4s there has been 
departure in the present case it is contended that the manage- 
ment had not been fair and Parikha Ram has been promoted 
not because he was most efficient among all the E'ircmen 
ji,nd more efficient than all those Shunters above him, but 
because he was trying to scuttle the strike which had been 
atarted at the instance of the union and in which all the work- 
men had participated and this promotion has come to him as 
a reward. In the written statement filed on behalf of Ihc 
management it is accepted that Parikha Ram was loyal worker 
during the strike but it is said that it is not the seniority alone 
which is to be considered but merit which includes efficiency 
and initiative is also a very important factor in matter of 
promotion. 

26. In support of the plea learned Advocate of the manage- 
ment has referred to the case rc(x)rted in 1967 S.C. 1910 Sant 
Ram Sharma, Appellant Vs, .State of Rajasthan and others. 
Respondents. In this case Shri Hanumnn Sbarma, icspon- 
dent No. 3 was promoted as Inspector General of Police, Raja- 
sthan superseding the petitioner and Shri Sultan Singh, re.s- 
pondenl No, 4 was promoted as Addl, Inspector General of 
Police superseding him. In considering the case of the appel- 
lant their Lordships observed that — 


lo seniority list and their Lordship.s held that there were no 
right in planliff of promotion which could bo enforced in a 
Court, 

28. On behalf of the workman the Icaineil counsel has In 
reply submitted that tiiere is no dispute with the propositions 
of law intinciaied by their Lordships but each case has lo be 
judged on its own facts and circum.stance and the abstract 
principles cannot be applied to decide a particular case. His 
argument is that mere seniority cannot be the sole criterion 
for promotion and merit also plays an important part, but 
there must be sufficient material on record to show that 
preference has been given to merit and senioiity has 
not been ignored. His arginncnt further is that there 
is a difference between a civil suit and an indus- 
trial dispute and the principles inundated in 1962 
Supreme Court cannot be made applicable to a 
reference which has been made by the Central Government 
concerning the promotion of a workman siipeiscding several 
others as in such a ca.se if it is found that promotion is the 
re,sult of unfair labour practice certainly that is a good ground 
to set aside the order of the management and to direct it to 
consider the case of superseded senior men on merit. 

29. In my opinion, there is a good deal of substance in the 
reply given on behalf of the workmen. 1 have already said 
above that there had been a departure in the instant ca.se 
from the practice that had been followed earlier by the man- 
agement and Exts. W-1 to W-6 are the documents in support 
of (he same. 1 have also referred to the written statement of 
the maiuigcment where it is said that during the strike Parikha 
Ram was a loyal worker. That in my opinion, may lead to a 
conclusion that on account of the same the management was 
inclined to show .some favour to him ttnd that is why the nor- 
m.il practice was abandoned and ii different procedure was 
adopted. 

30. Ext. M-4 is a list of Shunters and Fiiemen who may 
be utilised to work on higher grades specially as Drivers. 
This has been prepared by MW-2 the Eucl-cum-Powcr Trans- 
portation Inspector in the D.R.E. Railway. He deals with 
operational crew, loco running .staff. All hough he has him.self 
coasklered the Shunters and 1 iremen for being utilised on 
higher grade as Driver, in his evidence he says that broadly 
speaking there are only three categories of loco running staff 
viz. Agwalla, Firemen and those who are Incharge of loco- 
motive to drive it on yard and on main lines. Perhaps he 
means loco Drivers. He further says that those who were 
employed in driving in yards arc called Shunters by the nature 
of their work. He thus ignores the workmen who arc in the 
category of Shunters and this he docs deliberately so that 
there may be no other category of loco running staff in between 
Fireman and loco Driver. It is true thai Shunters are emp- 
loyed in driving but Firemen are never so employed as that 
is not (he nature of their job. But the witness says that 
every Fireman while firing also occasionally docs driving. In 
cross-examination, however, he admits that when a Fireman 
works as a Driver the Driver of the engine has to icmuiii on 
duly and if any accident occurs it is the Driver who is res- 
ponsible and not the crew gelling training. It means that if 
a Fireman is allowed to drive he is not permitted lo do so 
in his own right and us the witness say.s he is not rcspon.sible 
for any accident which may occur when a Fireman works 
as a Driver but it is the Driver of the locomotive himself. 
It does not stand to reason why when there arc Shunters 
.available in between Firemen and loco Drivers, a Fireman 
would be utilised as a loco Driver and not one of the Shunters. 
To me it appears that whatever the witness has said is not 
the usual practice, rather, he has made those statements for 
the purposes of this case. 


"promotion is primarily based on merit und not on senio- 
rity alone “and" if cases of all eligible candidates aie 
considered before appointment to such posts, no 
violation of Articles 14 and 16 occilrs”. 

27. The learned Advocate has also referred (o a case re- 
ported in 1962 S.C. 1704 (The High Court Calcutta and ano- 
ther. Appellant Vs, Am.al Kumar Roy and others. Respon- 
dents). What happened in this ca.se was that the Hiuh Court 
of Calcutta promoted some members of the judicial service 
to higher posts in supersession of plantiff’s claim .according 


31. He .s.ays further that to his knowledge there are five 
Cases in which a Fireman has been promoted as Driver with- 
out having worked as Shunter and he names them also, but 
no paper has been produced to that effect and in fact there 
is no document to show that a Fireman ha.s ever bee.n pro- 
moted in this Railway over and above the head of Shunters. 
If wc refer to Ex/s, W-1 to W-6 it would appear that every 
time that the question of promotion arose Sbiinl ers. Firemen 
and Agwalla were considered for promotion to the next higher 
post and there is not a single instance in which Fireman has 
been promoted as a Driver ignoring the claim of the Shunters. 
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32. To support Ext. M-4 on the basis of whkh Parikhu Ram 
was promoted as a iTtco Driver superseding the Shuntera and 
several other Firemen, the witness says that for promotioii as 
a Driver the basic thing that he has to llnd out is the Engliic- 
manship of a particular candidate and his interest on its main- 
tenance on running, interest towards fuel economy and his 
behaviour and contiol over the junior stuff. He says further 
that so far as he remembers he found Parikha Ram outstand- 
ing and recommended for his promotion. He has found 
Parikha Ram having all the qualifications of an ellicient 
Engine Driver and he has also found him making notes in 
the Ejiginc Repair Book very clearly. That Engine Repair 
Book is not on record. In his recommendation in Rxl. M-4 
regarding Parikha he does not say that he is outstanding. His 
remarks are ‘Englnemanship very satisf.rctory. At times he 
had been noticed to attend the engine repair himself, fuel 
economy slightly above per, though at limes he is perturbed 
with bad operation. Staff management holds good command. 
Behaviour statisfactory with regard to Railway working.” With 
regard to the workmen who are in the category of Shunters 
except Sri Nalhuni with respect to none of the others he 
says that Enginemanship is poor rather, with respect to Gulab 
his opinion is that Enginemanship is considerably belter. He 
does not say with re.spect to any one ofThesc Shunters and 
Firemen whether they have attended the engine repairs or not. 
With regard to fuel economy concerning Gulab what he says 
is liuit it needs more attention. Other qualifications required 
W promotion are to be found in most of the Shunters and 
among all the senior Firemen. To me it appCiiis that the 
witness has prepared Ext. M-4 deliberately with a 'lew to 
support the superiority of Parikha Ram over otheis, I am 
not prepared to believe that he has been honest in his remarks. 
That being the position, there was absolutely no justification to 
promote Parikha Ram superseding so many Shuntois and quite 
a good many Fireman when on merit there was a little differ- 
ence between them and they were senior to him. 

33. Had his remarks been not subjective there was nothing 
to bo afraid of a Selection Board. The witness says that he 
does not remember of any such case among the running staff 
who has been promoled without the recommendation of the 
Selection Committee. He says further that for promotion 
from among the running staff he submits his recommendation 
to his superior Officer (MW-1) but in each and every ca.sc 
recommendation of the Selection Committee is not necessary 
for final order of promotion. From his evidence it is clear 
that there had been no ca.sc of promotion in which recom- 
mendation of the Selection Committee has not been taken. 
HLs subsequent .statement which is conlrary to his previous one 
cannot be accepted and ,E.xt. W-1 to W-fi also speak to the 
same effect. No cogent ground has beeai given and no docu- 
ment has been produced to support the management’s action 
as to why in the in.stant case there was a depaiturc from the 
usual practice of constituting a Selection Bo.ird for promotion 
mid if Parikha Ram was promoted on Iho rccomraend.aiioii of 
MW-2 1 do not think that promotion can_ be said to be v,ilid 
and within the norms of a regular and fair promotion. Speak- 
ing about the Selection Committee the witne.ss says at the 
close of his cros.s-examination that sometimc.s he had been 
a member of that Committee and about his report regarding 
merits of the running staff he says that it is placed before 
the Selection Committee through the Supdt, MW-1. There- 
fore, there can he no doubt that in the D.R.I,. Railway 

reviously there had not been even one case wheic promotion 

ad been made without the recommendation of the Selection 
Committee and if MW-2 says anything contrary to it that 
h,TS to be rejected. 

34. So far as MW-l is conccmcd^ he says that suitability- 
cum-seniority is the basis of promotion and according to him 
suitability of a c.indidato is more important that seniority. 
Suitability according to him means capacity for a particular 
job. He says further that promotions arc not always made 
on the basis of the report of the Selection Committee and 
that they have made promotions without the recornmendation 
of the Election Committee. 1 have already considered Ext. 
M-4 which was the basis for judging the siiilability of Parikha 
Ram for promotion to the post of a Loco Driver and I need 
not repeat my criticism against it, The witne.ss has not been 
able to give even one iastance and produce even one paper 
to show that there had been any promotion without Ihe recom- 
mendation of the Selection Committee. He Cjo speaks about 
the running staff and says that thcie ne only three categories 
and Shunters come in the category of Driver. 1 have found 


that this evidence has been given by M\V-2 and this witness 
has ulso made simQar statement only for the purpose of this 
case. All those documents which are on record indicate that 
In between Fireman and Driver there is a category of Itwo 
running staff known as Shunter. Speaking about the strike 
he .says that the strike in Ihc l ight Railway commenced from 
the 2f)th January 1975 and continued till lO-fi-75 and Parikha 
Ram was not on strike. This in niy opinion the crux of 
the whole thing. Speaking about the Selection Committee the 
witness says that there Is no rule that fur filling one vacancy 
there need not be a Selection Committee and that if there are 
more vacancies and more candidates then a Selection Com- 
mittee has to be constituted. Therefore, when the witnc.s.s says 
that there had been cases in which piomotion ha.s been made 
without the recommendation of the Selection Committee, that 
statement docs not indicate the correct position and in reality 
a Selection Committee is a must for all promotions in this 
Railway. 

35. WW-1 is Ihc General Secretary of the Union and he 
gives the four categories of loco running staff. He says fur- 
ther that there is no office order foi- interview when Parikhu 
Ram was promoted. WW-2 is a Shunter in the Eight Railway 
and ho supports the case of the union regarding the Interview 
Board. He says further that appointment is made purely on the 
recommendation of the Interview Board and there is no system 
of granting ccrtiflcatc by the management for such promotion. 
He is in sT No. 4 in Ext. M-4. He has stated that at present 
he is working as a Shunter and he possess all the skill and 
knowledge for driving engine. 

36. Oral evidence on record docs not q.xplain the manage- 
ment’s position us to why there was a departure in the pro- 
motion of Parikha Ram and why all Shunters were super- 
.seded and also so many .senior Firemen when on moiit there 
were Shunters available who could have been promoted as a 
Loco Driver in the vacancy in which Parikha Ram was pro- 
niotcd. Although MW-2 has given such a fine certificate to 
him, documents on record speak otherwise. Thcic are two 
chargesbeets Exts. W-7 and W-8 and then there is Ext. W-9 
which is a warning letter to him. He was promoled on 
21-7-75 and Ext, W-9 is dated 13-11-75 which is a post 
promotion document whereas the two other.s arc the pre-pro- 
motion documents. Ext. W-7 says that he absented from duty 
and entered into the office of the loco and carri.ngo Superin- 
tendent without permission, misbehaved with him, shouted 
at the top of his voice and threatened to kill him. From 
Ext. W'8 it appears that on 11-10-73 he .squatted on the 
railway track at Rumdehri-on-Sone arid Ext, W-9 indicaic.s 
that he has consumed more tonnes of coal against the cal- 
culated target and he was warned to be carefnT. These docu- 
ments clearly speak about the behaviour and efficiency of 
Pqrikha Ram and do not support the evidence of MW-2 that 
he found him outstanding. 

37. It would thus appear that promotion is ptimaiily based 
on merit and not seniority alone but there must be an objective 
assessment based on merit and not the one of the type which 
we find in Ext. M-4. In my opinion, the case reported in 
AT.R. 1967 Supreme Court docs not help Ihe management nor 
doe.s Ihc ca.se reported in 1962 Supreme Court which does 
not deal with a labour dispute, rather, with a civil suit. Clause 
4 of the Agreement Ext. M-1 referred to earlier does not 
envi.sage a case of the present type and the principle whah 
it has laid down for promotion has not been honestly followed 
in the present case. 

38. The only plausible explanation for a complete departure 
from the previous practice can be that Parikha Ram has been 
rewarded for his loyality during the strike and that is why .so 
many senior and equally efficient Shunters and also many 
Firemen who are equally efficient and senior to him have been 
superseded and he has been promoled as a l.oco Driver. The 
concept of master and servant which used to hold ground in 
industrial relation till sometime back cannot now be strictly 
applied in cases of employers and employees in an industrial 
establishment. Beneficient statutes have been created to change 
that whole concept and to maintain indirslrial peace and har- 
mony it is necessary that the lelutionship between an emploicr 
and employee should be so governed that no undue hardship is 
caused to one section of the employees and undue favour is 
given to another section or to one employee in preference to 
the other. Action of a management cinitrary to it is bound 
to disturb industrial peace. In Ihc instant case 1 have no 
doubt that the management of the D.R.L. R.ailway Co. Eimiled 
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have not been quite fair and jitst in promolina Paiikha Kam 
ignoring claim of so many efficient and senior Shunters and 
Firemen. By this action industrial peace in this company has 
undoubtedly been disturbed which is not condusivc at all. It 
is certainly clear that it is a ca.se of unfair labour practice 
and the action of the management is undoubtedly mala fide. 
Theiefore, it is a fit case for interference by the d'libunul. 
Parikhu Ram has to be sent back, to bis original post of Fire- 
man and the management has to follow the usual procedure 
of appointing a Selection Board or Committee for pronrotion 
to the rank of loco Driver from among the Shunters given in 
the Annexure to the Schedule. It is not at all desiiablc to 
depend merely on the report of IVfW-2 which I have already 
said above ia not at all objective. It has not come m evidence 
as to how many vacancies are there in the category of locc' 
Driver at present. If there i.s only on va.ancy in which 
Paiikha Ram had been promoted than one fiom amongst 
the Shunters has to be promoted as indicated above. If there 
arc more the same procedure has to be followed. 

39. Action of the management of the D.R.L. Railway Co. 
Limited, Dalmlanagar, in promoting Sbii PuiikUu Ram Fire- 
man to the post of Loco Driver with effect from 21-7-75 ignor- 
ing the claims of all the workmen mentioned in Annexure is 
Improper and unju.stlficd. One of the Shunters in the Annc- 
xurc has to be promoted after denoting Parikha Ram to hit. 
original perst of Fireman and the management i.s to follow 
the procedure indicated above, 

This is my award. 

S. R. SINHA, Presiding Offeer 
Award is submitted to the Central Government as required 
under Section 15 of the Industiial Disputes Act, 1947. 

S. R. SlNHA, Presiding Oiriccr 
[No, L-41012(l)/76-D.lI(B)] 
HARBANS BAHADUR. Desk Ollicer 
New Delhi, the 18th October, 1977 


Electrician with effect from 1st January, 1971 is 
]Uslified ? If nut, to what relief the workmen are 
entitled ?" 

2 It appears that Shri G. V. Dave, Senior Overman ana 
Shri Gatur Mia, Electrician are involved in this reference u» 
they have been retired on 1-1-74 by the management of 
Bhatdee Colliery of M/s, B.C.C. Ltd. The Tribunal is to 
adjudicate the justifiability or otherwise of this action of the 
management., 

3. The record shows that the Hindustan Khan Mazdoor 
Sangh brought the matter before the A.L.C. (C) Dhanbad-lV 
and" conciliation proceeding started. As no agreement could 
be reached he sent a failure report dated 9-5-74 to the Ministry 
when the present reference was made. 

4. Shri G. V. Dave, it appears, has given up the claim, 
as 1 find that the sponsoring union has not brought any mate- 
rial before me on the point referred to for adjudication and 
Shri Dave has also not appeared of him own. It means 
that so far a,s he is concerned, action of the management is 
justified. As the position is, I will now confine mvself only 
to the case of Shri Gufur Mia, Electrician. 

5. Case on his behalf is that he was served with retirement 
notice No. B /Rctirement/2899/73 dated 23-11-73 retiring 
him on and from 1-1-74 on the plea that he had attained 
the age of retirement of (iO years. He protested by him 
letter dated 3-12-73 which he addressed to the Manager of the 
colliery. It is said that Sangh also, by its letter No, HKMS/ 
Rctiienient/3899/73 dated 24-12-73 addressed to the Manager 
of the colliery, raised this point and the Sangh also addressed 
.another Ic'tcr to the Chief Industrial Relations and Personnel, 
M/s. B.C.C. Limited, Vihar Building. But no redress was 
given and then the matter was taken up before (he A.L.C. 
The conciliation however failed as the parties could not arrive 
at a statement. 


S.O. 3374 In pursnance of section 17 of the Industrial Dis- 

putes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby 
publishes the following award of the Ceniral Government 
Industrial Tiihunal No. 3. Dhanbad, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of 
Bhatdee ColHci'y of Messrs Bharat Coking Coal T.imited, Post 
OlTice MohuJa, District Dhanbad and their workmen, which 
vvn« received hy the Central Government on the 29ih Sep- 
lemhcr, 1977. 

CLNTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAl TRIBUNAL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT NO, 3 DHANB.AD 
COURT NO. 3, DHANBAD 
Reference No. 7 of 1977 
(Old No. of CGIT No. 2 is Ref. No, 6 of 1975) 
PARTIES : 

Emnlovers in relation U) the management of Bhatdee 
Collicrv of M s. Bharat Coking C'oa! Ltd.. P.O. 
IVfohuda. Disl. Dhanbad, 

AND 

Their workmen represented by Hindustan Khan Mazdoor 
Sangh, Dhanbad. 

APPEARANCES ; 

For Employers — Shri T. P. Chowdhury, Advocate. 

For Woikmcn — Shri B. Joshi, Advocate. 

INDUSTRY : Coal ST.ATF : Bihar. 

Dated, the 19lh September 1977 
AWARD 

This is a reference U/S KKDCd) of the Industrial Di.spnles 
Act, 1947, by the Govt, of India, Ministry of Labour under 
Order No. L.-2012 /58/74-LRl! dated 21-1-75. The schedule 
IS given below — 

SCHEDULE 

"Whether the action of the m.anagement of Bhatdee 
Colliery of Ms. Bharat Coking Coal T.fd. P O. 
Mohuda. Dist. Dhanbad in relin'ng (1) Shri G. v’ 
Dave. Senior Ovcrninii and (2) Shri Gafiir Main 


6. It is contended that the old condition of service regard- 
ing retirement existing prior to nationalisation of coal mines 
remained tinallcrcd and accordingly the management had no 
right lo retire the slatulorv yvorkman after attaining the age 
of 60 years. 

7. Case is that Shri Gafur Min obtained his Gas Testing 
Certificate No. 8490 on 5-11-72 and the dale of his birth as 
recorded therein is 5-9-1921. According to his Insurance 
Policy which is dated 15-6-1963 his age is 42 years on the 
basis of which his date of birth would be 15-6-1921, Con- 
tention is that approximately his age .should have been fixed 
according to the dale of birth on 5-9-1921 as mentioned in 
the Gas Testing Certificate and on the basis of ihc same he 
would attain the age of 60 years on 5-9-1981. Accordingly, 
he has been nrcmaltirely retired and this is unfair labour 
practice ns other workmen who have attained the age of 
60 years arc still continuing In service. This has been done 
because he is an active member of the union which is an 
eyesore to the management. Tlic order is illegal, void, iin- 
iustlfied and is an act of victimisation and therefore, he i- 
entitled to reinstatement with all his back wages, 

8. The employers h.ave filed their written statement slating 
therein that under the Nationalisation Act a workman em- 
ployed in the colliery on 1-5-72 became an employee of 
M /s. B.C.C. Limited, a Govt. Company, and the same terms 
and conditions of service were protected with rights to pension, 
gralnity and other's mattcr.s ns would have been admissible 
lo him, if the rights in relation to the coal mines had not been 
irnnsfcrred to and vested in the present employers. It wa.s 
also provided fhtif the employment of such workman would 
continue till dulv terminated or his conditions of emplovmcnl 
were duly altered bv the Government Co. M/s. B.C.C. Limited 
have framed a rule that the age of retirement will be 60 
yearu and therefore if a wokman had been retired after attain- 
rriK that age it cannot be said that it is unjustified, 

9. It is furlher said that considering the state of health 
of Shri Gafur Min he was retired ns it was obvious that 
he w;is much more than 60 verns of ape. is record would show 
that his dale of appointment was 4-4-31 whereas accordrno 
to the G.as Testing Certifica'c his date of birth Is 5-9-1921 
It means that he had joined this colliery at the age of 9 years 
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wlikh w;is prohibited upJer the Indian Mines Act, 193.1. 
Olnioutly, Ills dale uJ birth leeordcd in (he Gas Testing 
Certiticate had to be ignored and considering his present slate 
of health and his poor physical condition it was considered 
that he had attained the age of 60 years a few years before 
and as such he was ordered to be retired. Besides, in the 
I’ayment of Gratnity Act the age of retirement has been spe- 
eilied at .‘'5 years al'.hongh the employers have raised such age 
(o 60 yeajs in ease of workman. 

10, It is furlhcr said that retirement or superannuation 
comes automatically on reaching a particular age and there is 
no question of altciing the conditions of sci'vicc by makin.e 
a rule that all workmen would retire on attaining the age of 
60 years. It is denied that management has no right to retire 
a s'alulory workman after atttiining the age of 60 years. 

n. G’ase fill tiler is that no reliance can be placed on the 
Gris Testing Ceriilicate and so far as the Insurance Policy is 
concerned since this is a unilateral document it has no 
evidentiary value whatsoever. Shri Gafur has been validly 
retired with effect from 1-1-74 and there is no question of 
violation of principles of natural justice nor his retirement 
can be said to be arbitrary. 

12. In supnoi i of the case Shri Gafur has cxarainctl himself 
and on behalf of the employers MW-1 Sri S. P, Singh, Senior 
Personnel Officer has been examined. The Gas Testing Ccr- 
fiflcalc is E.\t, M-1. To support the case of the workman 
Shri S. V. Achariar who is General Secretary of the Hindustan 
Khan Mazdoor Sangh has also examined himself. 


Vi\V-l has said that he was medically examined before the 
(.las Testing Certificate was issued. But he admits that he 
has no paper with him to show the same and according to 
Regulation U the modical eertificate was to show that the 
candidate was free from deafness, defective vision or in other 
infermily, mental or physical which may not ctfect the effi- 
ciency of his work and it was certainly not with the purpose 
of ascertaining his ,age. 

16. Taking into consideration the materials available, 1 am 
ol opinion, that Ihc age recorded in Form B Register must 
prevail and on its basis retirement of ,Shri Gafur on 1st of 
.Tnnuury, 7 cannot be said to be unjustified. 

17. No material has been placed before me to show that 
he was retired on account of trade union activities and was 
by way of victimization. A mere statement is not enough to 
establish victimization and sufficient and weighty materials 
must be brought on record to justify the same. 

18. IVW-I has introduced a story that previous to his ap- 
pointment as F.lectrician he w,as working as domestic ser- 
vant of the Colliery Manager as his father wa.s working as 
mason and on account of mining operation his agricultural 
lands h.id subsided. This is not to be found in the written 
statement but even then he was permitted to give this evidence 
a, I was anxious to collect all possible materials to adjudicate 
the dispute. W\V-2 says that WW-1 bad never told him about 
it and that, in my opinion, makes his stoiy absolutely' unre- 
liable. 


13. The sheet-anchor of workman's case is the Gas Testing 
Cerlifleate and the employers say that no reliance can be 
placed on it, Argument on behalf of the workman is that 
this is a statutory certificate granted by the Board of Mining 
Examinations and the onlry therein i.s sacrosanct. Learned 
Advocate has not placed any reliance on the date of birth 
noted in the Insurance Policy, Argument on behalf of the 
employers is that as recorded in Form R which is .also n 
statutory register IJ/S 48 of the Mines Act and Rules 77 of 
the Mines Rules framed thereunder, his year of employment 
is 4-4-19,31 and hi.s ope as recorded ip column No. 4 is 
3-.5.19I2. The minimum age for a workman working under- 
ground being 17 tinder the Mines Act, if he was of that 
age on 4-4-1931 then he will nutomnlically retire in 1974, 
,So far ns the age recoidcd in column No. 4 is concorneB. he 
was due to relirc on 2-5-72 after attaining the age of 60 
years. Contention nccordingly is that in any view of the 
matter his retirement in 1974 Is justified and he has no ground 
to contest. 

14. Regulation 12 speaks about the granting of certificate 
by the Board of Mining Examinations and such a certific.ate 
granted by the Board shall be valkl tbroughout the territories 
to which these regulations extend and of the 9 kinds of 
certilicate.s Ext. M-1 corresponds No. ( I ) of Sub-rule 2 of 
Regulation 12, Regulation 15 speaks of age and general 
qualifications of candidates and under (cKi) a eerfificale of age 
granted by a Gazetted Officer of the Govt, or by the hcad- 
mnsrer of a recognised school of a Higher Secondary or equi- 
vi'lcnt standard shall accompany the application. It means 
that when Shri Gafur Mia applied for the grant of Gas 
Testing Certificate before the Board of Mining Examinations, 
he was required to file a certificate of ago and as he is iTletrale 
that must have been done by a Gazetted Officer of the Govern- 
ment which must have been granted on his statement. As WWl 
he has staled that his father w;ns illetratc and he is not aware 
if anv no*e of date of his birth had been kept by his parents or 
had been maintained in Ihe mosque. He says further that at 
present nobody is alive to say about his age. Tl mean' that no 
material was available which conid have been placed before 
the Gazetted Officer who granted the certificate and that must 
have been on the statement of Shri Gafur himself. 

15. Thus on one side there is Form B register and on the 
other there is the Gas Testing Certificate obtained in 1962 
and the age recorded in the former allhongh must have been 
on (he statement of Shri Gafur himself like the one recorded 
in the Ga.s Testing Certificate the former being much older 
in time must be oiven preference to (he latter in which ner- 
h,ips the date of birth might have been civeii with .some ulte- 
rior motive to contintie in employment for some years more. 


19. The fact, therefore, remains that when he was retired 
on 1st of January 74 he had attained the age of 60 sometime 
earlier and as the evidence of MW-1 goes from his appearance 
and physical fitness he was much more than the age of 60, 
I have -een him in the Court and T agree with this opinion, 

20. As the po.sition stands, this is not a change in the 
condition of service, rather, on attaining the age of 60 years 
he has automatically retired and by no stretch of reasoning 
(t cannot be said that his service conditions had been changed 
unilaterally. Besides, it is said in the written statement of 
the employers and MW- 1 has also said that on attaining the 
age of 60 a workman lias to retiie under the rules framed 
by the employers. 

21. In any view of the matter, therefore, retirement of Shri 
Gafur Mia on 1-1-74 is justified and 1 have already .said alrovc 
that of Shri Dave is also justified. 1 may mention that under 
the Payment of Gratuity Act, 1972, U/S 2(r)(l) & (ii) super- 
annuation in relation to an employee means attainment by 
the employee of such age us Is fixed in the contract or con- 
dition of service as the age on attainment of which the em- 
ployee shall vacate the employment and in any other case 
the attainment by the employee of the age of 58 years. There 
(s no material tiiat there was any contract or in the service 
condition of Shri Gafur anything had been stipulated about 
the age of superannuation. Therefore, U/S 2(r)(ii) his age 
of superannuation would be 58 years. The employers have 
said that they have increased it to 60 years. Therefore, if 
on 1-1-1974 Shri Gafur Mia was retired it wa.s all according 
to the materials which were available and there is no ground 
lor him to challenge it. 

22. Accordingly the action of the management of Bhatdee 
Colliery of M/s. B. C. C. I.imited, P.O. Mohuda, Dt. Dhan- 
bad in retiring (1) Shri O. V. Dave, Senior Overman and (2) 
G.afiir Min, Electrician, with effect from 1-1-1974 is justified 
and thev are entitled to no relief. 


This is my award. 


Sd/- 

S. R. STNHA, Pre.sidirg Officer 


Award is submitted to the Central Government in the 
Ministry of Labour us required U/S 15 of the ID. Act, 1947. 

S. R, SINHA, Presiding Officer 

[No. L-2012/58/74/LRir/DlIT A] 
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S.O, 3375. — ^Id pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
ntsputcs Act. 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the followins award of ihe 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal No. 1, Dhanbad, in 
the industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management oC Akashklnarce Colliery of Messrs Bharat Coking 
Coal Limited, Post Office Katrusgarh, Dhanbad and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Government on 
the 6th October, 1977. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 1, AT DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference under section 10(1 )(d) of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

Reference No. 1.4 of 1976 

(Ministry's Order No. L-20012/I61 /76/DmA, dated 
24th November. 1976). 

PARTIES ; 

Employers in relation to the management of Akashkecnari 
Colliery of M /s. Bharat Coking Coal Limited, Post 
Office Katrasgarh, District Dhanbad. 

AND 

Their workmen. 


APPEARANCES : 

For the Management — Shri G. Prasad, Advocate. 

For the Workmen — Shri S. N. Singh and Shri S. K. 

Sharma. 

STATE ; Bihar, INDUSTRY ; Coal. 

Dated, Dhanbad, the 3rd October, 1977 

AWARD 

West Kalras, West Kailudih, Katras New, North Tcntiiliyu 
and North Akashkeenari were 5 separate and independent 
non-cocking coal mines. The management of these mines was 
taken over by the Bharat Coking Coal Limited, a Government 
company, on January 31, 1973, These mines were nationalised 
subsequently on May 1, 1973 and their right, title and interest 
vested in the Bharat Coking Coal limited. The above facts 
arc admitted by both the parties. 

2. The case of the Koyala Ispat Mazdoor Panchayat, the 
Union representing the 10 workmen involved in this reference, 
is that these 10 workmen, namely, Pairu Bhuia, Bitaspal 
Bhuia, Kabutri Bhuini, Uameshwar Bhuia, Etwari Bimini, 
Budhani Bhuini, Mishri Bhuia, Chhahia Bhuini, 
Chandwa Bhuini and Chamelwa Kamin were 
permanent Wagon loaders in Katras New Colliery from 
long before the date of take over and continued to work as 
such even after the date of take over and the date of nationa- 
lisation, The aforesaid 5 collieries were merged in 1973 and 
constituted a single colliery by the name of Akashkeenari Col- 
liery. Bonus Cards were issued to these 10 workmen in the 
last quarter of 1974 and these cards mentioned their desig- 
nations as Casual Wagon f-oaders. These workmen then 
brought the inaccuracy in their designation to the notice of 
the Union arid the Union raised an indusliial dispute with the 
Akashkecnari Colliery Manager and also with ihe 
higher officer. namely, the Sub-Area Manager 
and when no redress was given, the Union 
took up this dispute with the Assistant Labour Commissioner 
and since all efforts at conciliation failed, the Central Govern- 
ment referred for adjudication the dispute whether the manage- 
ment was justified in classifying the 10 workmen as Casual 
Wagon Loaders ; and if not, to what relief are they entitled 
and fi'om which date ? 

3. The case of the Bharat Coking Coal Limited is that these 
10 workmen were Casual Wagon Loaders and not permanent 
wagon loaders ; that the job of wagon loading is of a casual 

97 GT/77— 9 


and not of a permanent nature so that it is not possible to 
have a permanent strength of wagon loaders; that inspitc of 
this difficulty, it made Pairu Bhuia and Rameshwar Bhuia 
permanent wagon loaders ; but it was not possible to absorb 
the other 8 as pemiancnt wagon loaders ; and hence no in- 
dustrial dispute is left so far as Pairu Bhuia and Rameshwar 
Bhuia arc concerned and no relief can be granted to the 
remaining 8 because from the very nature of the job of 
wagon loading, permanent posts cannot be created for them. 


4. In its re-joinder, the Union has alleged that the job of 
wagon loading is a permanent feature in all coal mines ; that 
Pairu Bhuia who was made permanent is son of one Latu 
Bhuia and belongs to the West Kailudih Colliery (before the 
date of merger and not Pairu Bhuia son of Kash; Bhuia, who 
belongs to Katras New Colliery (before its merger) and who 
is the workmen in dispute and that Rameshwar Bhuia who has 
been made permanent is son of Lalu Bhuia and belong to the 
We.st Katras Colliery, (before its merger), and not Rameshwar 
Bhuia who is son of Pairu Bhuia, who belonged to the 
Katras New Colliery (before its merger), and who is the 
workmen in dispute; and that it was wrong to say that these 
10 were causal wagon loaders and not permanent loaders. 


5, The management examined MW-I Gokul Prasad Tala 
and the Union examined WW-1, Govind Singh. The mana- 
gement has filed 4 documents namely Ext. M-1 wage sheet 
for a few weeks for the period November 10, 1972 to 
January 12, 1973; Ext. M-Z Form B Register; Ext. M-3 
Bonus Register and Ext. M-4 man-power list, The union 
has relied upon the correspondence Ext. W-1, W-2, W-3, 

W-4 and W-5 that passed between it and the management 
and Assistant Labour Commissioner. It has also placed 
reliance upon Ext, W-6 which is the Leave Account Register 
for the year, 1974. 


6. MW-1 Gokul Prasad Lala entered service in the Katras 
New Colliery on October 11, 1962. He has admitted that 
all these 10 workmen were permanent wagon loadei's in the 
Katras New ColUery from before the date of take over and 
were not casual wagon loaders. With regard to the Man- 
power list Ext. M-4, he stated that it does not mention 
whether these 10 were casual or temporary or permanent 
wagon loaders but the fact is that they were all permanent 
wagon loaders. His admission appears to be correct also, 
According to him, 10 to 15 wagons used to be placed every 
month at the Katras New Colliery Railway siding and 4 
trucks used to be loaded daily. It requires 5 men to load a 
wagon and 2 to load a truck. Taking the wagon at 15 per 
month and trucks at 4 daily, 75 wagon loaders would be 
required in a month for wagon loading and 208 would be 
required in a month for truck loading, The total require- 
ment per month thus comes to 283 loaders. It may be 
stated here that the job of wagon loading and truck load- 
ing is inter-changeable. It may be also be mentioned that 
a month comprises 26 days. Thus the average requirement 
of wagon loaders per day roughly comes to Eleven. Gokul 
Prasad Lala has admitted that the total permanent strength 
of wagon loaders in Katras New CoIIieiy was 12. It appears 
that one more was made permanent possibly in view of 
leave reserve etc. Govind Singh, WW-1 has also deposed 
that all the 10 were permanent wagon loaders from before 
(he date of take over. The case of the union thus stands 
corraborated from (he testimony of the management’s own 
witness MW-1 Gokul Prasad T.ala. The fact that they arc 
mentioned as casual wagon loaders in the Bonus Register 
Ext. M-3 is not material. The register Form B Ext. M-2 
gives their designation as “above ground” but that is obviou- 
sly a misdescription. It does not mention if they arc casual 
or permanent but Gokul Prasad Lala ls certain that they 
were pennanent. The man-power li.st simply menfiom them 
as wagon loaders or as soft-coke manufacturers but does not 
mention whether they were casual or permanent. However, 
Gokul Prasad I.ala is again certain that they were permanent. 
It is the Custodian who ordered that they should be treated 
as casual wagon loaders. The learned counsel for the mana- 
gement argued that this was done on the basis of wage- 
.sheets bccaitse the wage-sheets show that they had worked 
only for few days in a week and had they been permanent, 
their wages should have been paid for 6 days every week. 
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Reliances for this was placed on the wage-sheet Ext. M-1 
but much value can not be attached to it because it is only 
for a few weeks precceding the date of take over. Paiiu 
Bhuia, Biraspati and Mishri had joined service on August 7, 
1965; Budhani on August 14, 1965; Kabiitri, Rameshwar, 
Etwaii. Cbhabia, Chamelwa on December 29. 1969 and 
Chandwa on February It), 1970. The Custodian had seized 
all the records maintained by the previous owners. The 
management should have produced the records for these 
yeais to show whether they were working ca,siially or per- 
manently. It has chosen to file the records for a few weeks 
preceeding the dale of merger and that should not be con- 
sidered as sufficient. In the result, therefore, I hold that 
all these 10 workmen were permanent wagon loaders from 
before January 31, 1973. Under Section 14 of the Coal 
Mines (Nationalisation) Act, Bharat Coking Coal Limited 
had no power to change their status or conditions of service. 


7. The contention of Bharat Coking Coal Limited is that 
there is no industrial dispute as it has made Pairii and 
Rameshwar permanent wagon loaders. It is not in dispute 
that there are two Pairu.s and two Rumc.shwars. It is also 
not dispiilcd that one Paint and one Rameshwar have been 
made permanent. The question is whether this Paint and 
Rameshwar are the pcrson,s involved in this reference. MW-1 
Govind Singh has stated that the Paint and the Rameshwar 
who have been made permanent belonged to West Kailudih 
and West Katras Collieries respectively and Palm and 
Rameshwar involved in this reference are still Casual Wagon 
Loaders. There is no rebuttal forthcoming. The Bharat 
Coking Coal Limited could have filed a copy of its order 
making Palm and Rameshwar permanent wagon loaders but 
this has not been done. There is, therefore, no reason why 
1 should not accept the un-controvcrted testimony of WW-l 
Govind Singh. 


8. The contention of the learned counsel for Bharat 
Coking Coal Limited is that the Tribunal h.as no power 
under Section 7 of the Coni Mines (Nationalisation) Act 
to make tin award in respect of a matter which falls prior 
to May 1, 1973. That contenlion is correct but there is 
equally no baj' on mtiking an award in respect of permanency 
on and from May 1, 1973. These 10 workmen will, there- 
fore, be treated as permanent vvagon loaders from May t, 
1973. 


9. The Union’s representative argued tlinl these 10 work- 
men were kept idle for a few days every week and for no 
fault of theirs because had they been treated as permanent 
woi-kmoM, they would have had the right to work for 6 days 
every week and, therefore, the wages tor their idle days 
should be awarded to them at least from May 1, 1973. I 
am not inclined to accept this in toto. I think that full 
hack wages should be tillowed only from the date of refe- 
rence. after excluding the period during which they were 
on authorised leave with svages, 

10. My award is that the 10 workmen whose names are 
mentioned in the schedule shall be treated as permanent 
workmen on and from May 1, 1973. They shall be paid 
full back wages for the period of their idlenc.ss from the date 
of reference, after excluding the periods of their authorised 
leave with wages. 

K. B. SRIVASTAV.A. Presiding Officer 
jNo. T.-20012/161/76-DmA] 

S.O. 3376. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indu.strial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal No, I Dhanbad, in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the management 
of Ganhoodih Colliery of Messrs Bharat Coking Coal Limi- 
ted, Post Office Jharia, District Dh.anbad and their workmen, 
which was received by the Central Government on the 6(h 
October. 1977. 


BEFORE THE CENTR.4L GO\T.RNMENT 
INDUSTRIAL I RIBirNAL NO 1, DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference under Section 10(1) (d) of the 
Industrial Di.sptitcs Act, 1947 

Reference No. 19 of 1976 

(Ministry’s Order No. 1 -20012/174/76/Dlll.A. dt. 9-12-1976) 
PARTIES ; 

Employers in relation to the management of Ganhoodih 
Colliery of Messrs Bharai Coking Coal Limited, 
Post Office Jharia. Distt, Dhanbad. 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

PRFSENT ; 

Mr. Justice K. B. Srivastava (Keid.) Piesiding Officer 
APPEARANCES '. 

For the Employers — -Shri B. Joshi, Advocate. 

For the Workmen — Shii B. K. Lath, Advoctite. 

STATE ; Bihar. INDUSTRY : Coal. 

Dhanbad, the 3id October, 1977 
AWARD 

The di.spntc is whether the action of the management uf 
Ganhoodih Colliery in dismissing Janardan Dubey, Switch 
Board Attendant with effect front 19-2-1976 is justified; tuid 
if not. to what relief is he entitled 7 

2. The parties filed a settlement (Annexure 1) on Septem- 
ber 29. 1977 wdiercby they have amicably settled their dis- 
pute and a prayer has been made that the award be given 
in terms of Ihe settlement. 

3. My award is that the dispute stands settled in terms of 
the .settlement which shall form pait of the award. 

K. B. SRIVASTAVA, Presiding Officer 


".-VNNEXURE I" 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT 
INDUSTRlAl, FKIBUNAL NO. 1, DHANBAD 

In Ref. No. 19 of 1976 

Employers in relation to Ganhoodih Colliery 
AND 

Their workmen represented by United Coal Workers’ 
Union. 

.Joint Petition of coTnmproiiiLvc seitleinent 

The Humble Petitioners, on behalf ol the parlies above 
names, most respectfully begs to state, that the instant dis- 
pute has been amicably settled between the parties on the 
terms stated below : — 

TERMS OF SETTLEMENT : 

L The parties agree that Shri Janardan Dubey will be 
reiastated in his respective post at Ganhoodih Colliery of 
Bh.'trat Coking Coal Ltd,, within 15 days of his reporting 
for duty to the General Manager, Area No, JX. 

2. The parties agree that the continuity of .service of the 
workmen shall be maintained and the period of their idleness, 
from the date of dismissal to that of reinstatement shall be 
treated as leave without pay for the purpose of calculating 
earned leave and bonus. 

3. The parties agree that 50 per cent, fifty per cent of 
total wages, i.c. Basic and D.A, shall be paid as F.x-gratia 
to the workman conccrnctl from the date of dismissal i.e. 
19-2-76, to the date of settlement. 
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4. The paYticb ngrcc Ihiii they shah have no other claim 
whatsoever against each other, on account of the present 
ilisputc, which staiihs fully and finally resolved by this 
settlement. 

The petitioners pray lhal the Hon'ble Tribunal may he 
pleased lo accept the above settlement uml to pass award 
m terms thereof. 

l oi Management : For Workman ; 

1. Shri A. K. Pal 1. Shri Shco Kumar Rai 

Area Personnel Mimaper. Vice-President, 

Area No. IX, B.C.C.K. United Coal Workers’ Ihiion 

2. Shri T. P. Jha 
Assstl, Personnel Manager, 

Area No. IX, B.C.C.L. 

Dated, the 26th, Septemher, 1977. 

fNo. L-20012/174/76-DllI.\] 

S. H. S, lYFR, Desk Officer 
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New Delhi, the 19th October. 1977 

S.O 3377. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (3) of section 1 of the Employees’ State Insurance 
Act. 1948 (34 of 1948), the Central Oovernment hereby 
apfjoinls the 30th October, 1977 as Ihe date on which the 
provisions of Chapter IV (except sections 44 and 45 which 
have already been bronghl into force) and Chapiters V and 
VI (except siib-scclion (1) of section 76 and sections 77, 
78, 79 and 81 which have already been broupht into force) 
of the said .“kct shall come into force in the following areas 
in the State of Kerala, namely ; ~ 

"The aiea.s within the revenue villages of Thcnnipalani 
and Munniyur in Tirtir Taluk in Malappuram Dis- 
trict". 

[No. S-38013/29/77-HI1 
S. S. SAHASRANAMAN, Dy, Secy. 

New Delhi, the 19tb October, 1977 

S.O. 337S.— In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 114 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Arbitrator in 
the iiidnstrial dispute between the employers in relation to 
the mnnagement of Salna Cement Works, Satna, and their 
ivorkmcn. 


BFTORE SHRI K. SHANMUGHAVEL, REGIONAI 
EABOUR COMMISSIONER (CENTRAL) 
JABALPUR & ARBITRATOR 

In the matter of arbitration of industiial dispute under 
Section lO-A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 between 
the management of Sagmania Limestone Mine of Satna 
Cement Work.s. Salna and their workmen rcprcs'enlcd by 
Salna Cement Quarry Mardoor Union, .Satna over the .iusti- 
fiability or otherwise of the tcmiination of service of Shri 
Ram Kishorc Palhak, working as a Ward Boy in the 
Dispensary of Sagmania Lime Stone Mine. 

PARTIES : 

Management of Sagmania Lime Stone Mine of Satna 
Cement Works, Satna 

AND 

Shii Ram Kishorc Pathak, Ward Boy, Sagmania l.imc- 
stone Mine's Dispensary, C/o Satna remcni Quarry 
Mazdoor Union, Salna. 

PRESENT ; 

Shri K, Shanntnghavcl, Regional Labom Cunimi.ssionci 
(Central), Jabalpur & Arbitralor. 

APPEARANCE ; 

1. Shri M. L. Mathur, Personnel Manager, Satna Cement 

Works. Satna, Repre.scntiiig the Maiuigemeiit. 

2. Shri K. M. Pillai, General Sccrciary, Salna Cement 

Quarry, Mazdoor Union, Salna. Representing 
Shri Ram Kishorc Pathak. 

INDUSTRY ; 1 ime Stone Mine 


AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour bv (.irUer 
L-29011/2l)/76-D. IlIfH) dated 14lh January 1977 published 
on arbitration agreement, entered into on 25-12-1976 belwcen 
the above parties referring the following specific matter in 
dispute tor my arbitration under Section 10- of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. 1947 : — 

“Whether the termination of Shri Ram Kishorc Pathak 
by Mines Manager of Sagmania L.imestonc Mine is 
justified ? If not, to what relief is he entitled ? 

2. The Agreement dated 25-12-76 of the parties provideil 
that the Arbitiutor shall make his award williin a period 
ot 3 months or within such further lime as vva.s cxtendotl 
by mutual agreement between the parties in writing. The 
parties, by mutual agreement had extended the time up 
to 31-7-1977. 

3. The slatemcnl of case waa submiUed by ihc parlies 
by endorsing copies lo each other. Hearing in this ca.se 
was held on 5-5-1977 at Satna and 30-6-1977 Ik 30-7-1977 at 
labalpiir. 

4. Shri Ram Kishore Pathak was appointed sls a Ward 
Boy in the Sagmania Limestone Mine's Dispensaiy on 
T4-1971. He was made permanent in the same year and 
was working in the same capacity without auy blemish till 
November, 1975. On 18-11-1975, a Chargcshccl was issued 
to him and on the same day he was suspended pending en- 
quiry. The charges against him wa,s commitment of ‘■fraud, 
dishonesty or theft in connection with the business or pro- 
perly of the estabILshment”. 

5. The above charge is lislcd as an act or major misconduct 
in Clause No. 12(i1(5) in the Certified Standing Orders of 
Sagmania Lime Stone Mine. 

6, Shri S, S. Chaturvadi, the l.abour Welfare Officer, vvas 
appointed as Enquiry Officer. The enquiry wns conducted 
from 25-11-75 to 27-11-75. ,\ccording lo the management 
the chargesheet framed againit Shri flam Kiihore Pathak 
was proved and a Memo ot termination of the seiwices was 
issued to him on 22-12-75. 
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7. The circumslanccs which led to tlie issue of chargcshecl 
would help in uiidei-standinB and apprceialiiifi the case. 
Shri R. K. Gupta, Oveicear, Civil Department of the Com’ 
pany lodged a complaint dated 15-1T75 of stealing of 3 bugs 
of cement and 400 bricks from the work site of the com- 
pany’s F Type Quarters at the Sagmania Limestone Mine 
Labour Colony, where the repairing work was going oo. An 
anonymous letter wia received on 17-11-75 addressed to the 
Factory Manager of Satim Cement Works wherein it was 
iirfomted that Shri Ranikishoro Pathak had stolen company's 
cement and bricks and had kept the same in the quarter 
occupied by him and also in his flour Mill. It was aFo 
stated that ho had kept some cement with his friend 
Shri Gauri Shankar Kol, The anonymous letter was given 
by the Factory Manager to the Mines Manager who, in tnin 
had handed it over to Shri M. L. Mathur, Personnel Manager 
for investigation. Shri Mathnr, on 17-11-75 enquired from 
Shri Pathak in the Labour Oflice of the Mine in the presence 
of Shri C. S. Upadhyay, Clerk of the Labour Office, about 
the allegation. Shri Pathak denied the allegation and otferccl 
to take Shri Mathur and Upadhyaya to his flour Mill ami 
to his quarter so that they themselves could have found 
out the truth that ho was not in possession of the alleged 
stolen aiticlcs. Shri Mathur tlid not fmd any cement or 
bricks in the flour Mill! of Shri Pathak. But in the shi:Itcr 
hoiiwe for shc-buffnllows, constructed by Shri Pathak which 
is adjacent to his quarter Shri Mathur had found about 
200-250 company's bricks and in the court yard about 100- 
150 company's bricks hidden under the grass. Just by the 
side of the 150 bricks under the gi'as.s about 2i to 3 
bag.s of Portland Cement was lying. On the basis of this 
information a chargesheet under Provision 12<i)(5) of the 
Certified Standing Orders of the Mine was issued to Shri 
Pathak. A FIR wa.s also lodged in the Police Station Kol- 
gawan, Satna on 37-11-1975, 

8. To the chargeshcel, Stui Pathak in his reply dated ' 
19-11-75, explained that he had purchased the bricks and 
cement for his own construction work for which he had 
cash memos. He had no( stolen those articles from the Com- 
pany as alleged. In the course of the domestic enquiry Shri 
Pathak denied the charge and further deposed that Shri 
Mathur informed him that he did not want to keep him in 
service as he was a “Neta”. He also slated that Shri Mathur 
offered him to take rupees 400 and to resign. Since he 
refused to resign, Shri Mathur shouted and asked him to go 
out of the office. On the same day at the instniction of the 
management, two darwans were posted in his house. When 
the police went to his quarter on the same day for enquiry. 
Shri Pathak hud produced two cahs memos, one for 5 bags 
of cement and another for 2 bag.s. He also produced cash- 
memo for purchase.s of 3000 bricks. 

9. The Enquiry Officer, in his report of findings had found 
that the charges levelled against Shri Pathak in the charge- 
sheet dated 18-12-75 had been proved and he held him guilty 
for the misconduct, 

10. Shri Pathak was charged for frauO, dishonesty or 
theft in connection with the business or property of the 
establishment. The ch.irgcshcot does not specially mention 
as to whether Shri Pathak had committed the mrsconduct 
of fraud, dishonesty or theft or a combination of all the 
three, in connection with the business or properly of the 
establishment. But from the circumstance explained above, 
it appears that he was charged of theft in connection with 
the property of the Company. U was e.spectcd that the 
management should have made specific charge again Shri 
Pathak and thereafter domestic enquiry should have been 
held. However, as presumed the chargesheet was with 
regard to theft of the property of the management. The 
main ba,sis for the conclusion of the enquiry Officer was 
that Shri Pathak could not give any expluntlon for 2-3 
bags of cement and 300-400 bricks found in bis possession. 
The relevant para from the Enquiry Report is quoted 
below : — 

“It is an admitted fact that repair work has been going 
on in Company’s quarter and Company's cement 
& bricks were lying at Sagmania Labour Colonv. 
This has been confirmed by the statement of S/ 
Shri Mathur, and Un.adhyny.a. This has also been 
ronflrmed by .Shri Pathak. It is al.so proved be- 
yond doubt that about 3 to 4 hundred bricks and 
cement abom 2 to 3 bags were found in the pos.ses- 
.sion of purchased by Shri Pathak for the use of hks 


Shri Pathak, The cement flour mill was used by Shri 
Lalloo, contractor who constructed the flour mill. The 
statement of Shri Lalloo, contractor that he u.sed 
about 6 to 7 bags cement and only i bag of cement 
remained in balance has not been challenged by Shri 
Pathak. Shri Pathak could not give any explanation 
for 2 to 3 bags of cement and 300 to 400 bricks 
found in his po.ssession. S/Shri Upadhyaya and 
Mathur in Ihelr .statements have said that Shri Pathak 
admitted that cement and bricks lying in his 
quarter were brought by his children from the 
place where the Company’s work is going on. Thus 
the charge levelled against Shri Pathak in the 
chargesheet dated 18-11-75 has been proved and 
1 hold him qnilty for the raisconducl.'' 

11. I have to decide two issues namely — 

(i) Whether the tcimination of Shri Ram Kishore Pathak 

i.s ju.stiJied 7 

(ii) If not to what relief he is entitled ? 

12. The termination of .services of Shri Pathak would be 
justified only when the charge, i.e. theft of the articles of of 
the Comnany by him was proved. 

Shri Gupta had reported stealing of cement and bricks 
when he found that about 400 bricks and about 3 bags of 
cement was found missing from the total quantity of stock 
lying in the colony where repair works were in progress. Nor- 
mally, when ;mch work wci'e in progress and the materials of 
the Company were lying near about the buildings under repair, 
the Company po.sts chowkidars to quard those materials during 
which time no actual work would be carried out. So if any 
theft had taken place, the chowkidar would have made a 
report. But in this particular ca.se, it appears that no chowki- 
dars had been posted and no report was ihercfore made by him 
to his immediate .superior. Shri Gupta him.sclf had noticed 
the missing materials and made a report. But it was expected 
from him immediately on .noticing the missing materials he 
.should have verified the exact number of articles found missing 
from his records maintained in this connection and by making 
a {jhysical verification from the papers .submitted by the parties 
it is found that he had failed to do so. Without making such 
a verification how could he m.ake statement of the exact num- 
ber of missing materials, which was essential before a charge 
of threat was made against a workmen. Only on the basis 
of his presumption of Ihe number of missing materials a report 
of threat was made. Even for granted that as reported by 
Shri Gupta, about 40() bricks and about 3 bags of cement 
were found missing; than Shri Gupta was the right person to 
identify as to whether the bricks anil the cement found in 
the she buffalo’s shelter-house and in the court-yard of 
Shri Pathak’s quarter, were the same type of materials u.sed 
by him in the repair of Company’s quarters. From papers and 
records. .Shri Gupta had not identified them. On the other 
hand, .Shri Mathur, Ihe Personnel Manager and Shri Upadhyay, 
n clerk of the Labour Office had found the materials. But they 
loo did not make any categorical .stnte/nent nor adduced any 
evidence to the effect thal the materials found lying In the 
courtyard and buffalo’s shelter vere of the same materials 
used in the repairs of company's quarters. .411 along Shri 
Pathak was denying the charge that be had stolen the bricks 
and cement of the company. He had not said that there was 
no cement or bricks in his quarters. Shri Lalloo, Contractor, 
who had constructed the huillding of Shri Pathak on contract 
had stated that about 3000 brick.s wcie purchased; except for 
150 bricks n.s balance, all oihers were used in the conslruclion 
of the building. He further deposed, during the domestic 
enquiry, that Shri Pathak gave him about 6 to 7 bags of 
cement which were consumed in the work and only about 
I /2 bag cement was in balance. The work was started in 
February, 1975 and completed in July, 1975. Shri Lalloo is 
to bo considered as an important witness in the whole case. 
He had categorically stated that Shri Pathak had purchased 
bricks and cement for his construction work which were not 
rebutted by any person during the course of domcsiic enquiry. 
Shri Pathak had produced two cash Memos before the police 
when they visited the quarter for inve.stigalion. One for 5 
bags of cement and another for two bags. He also produced 
another cash Memo, for purclmse of 3000 bricks. The Cash 
Memos, corroborate fully the quantity of materials purchased 
by Shri Pathak. When any construction work w.as going on 
it was quite natural that some balance would be left out, 
even then the estimates were made by expeils. So the balance 
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of ihe cement ami bricks were lying in the quarter of Shri 
Pathak, But this should not make any one to conclude that 
these were of the same materials lying in Ihc company’s 
quarters used for repairing work by Shri Gupta these were 
the same missing materials said to have been found out by 
Shri Gupta these were the matciials stolen by Shri Pathak, 
out of the abovesaid materials. It is very dillicult lo anyone 
even to imagine that a person who hud bought 3000 bricks 
and 7 bags of cement for constniction work would have 
sLolcn 300 lo 400 bricks and about 3 bags of cement parn- 
cularly when his conslruclion work was over. Shri Lalloo 
has said as mentioned above, the construction w'ork wai) ovei 
in -luly 75. Shri Gupta had made the statement of stealing 
only on 15-1 1-75 and (he anonymous letter was received only 
on 17-1 1-75. No one could say the exact .number of bricks 
or cement bags found missing. So even by presumption it is 
very difficult to conclude that Shri Pathak hr.rd stolen the 
bricks and cement ;rs alleged by the management. 


13. One of the basis which lead lo the .' ilcgaiion of stealing 
by Shri Pathak was the contents of the anonymous letter. 
When an anonymoims was received the normal course lo be 
followed by the company is to make discreet enquiry without 
the knowledge of the dclinqiicnl in order to find out the 
authenticity of the contents of the anrjuvmous letter. .After 
having held -such a preliminary enquiry and rrftcr being .satis- 
fied with the authenticity of the facts mentioned in the anony- 
mous letter, particularly in a theft case, a police report would 
be made and thereafter necessary di.scrplinat v pr'oeeedings bv 
the management would he instituted. Brt* in this case the 
Company officials infor med the delinquent the contents of the 
armnymous letter and in his company noticed the alleged stolen 
articles in his quarter. Even her e it was expected that the exact 
number of bricks and c.xact number of bi'gs of cement found 
lying in the quarter of Shri Pathak should have been verified 
and recorded in the presence of a few independent vvitne,sses. 
Instead of doing so, it was only stated that 200-250 Company’s 
bricks and 100-150 Company's bricks and 2 1 to 3 bags of 
Company’s cement were lying in the quarter of Shri Pathak. 
How could one rely on this type of inform.ation which was 
nothing but a presumption on the basis of v.hich the eharge- 
shcert was issired So the measures taken by the Company’in 
getting themselves satisfied with the authentic.'rlly of the con- 
tents of the anonymous letter arc not free fr'om doubt. 
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a post of confidence in the nianagcment. As he was chatgerrl 
for theft, it would not he difficult lo prove the charge in a 
domestic enquiry, if he had really sloleri the articles. .After 
htiving resorted lo, issue of chargeshect under Clause 12(i)(5l 
of the CertilieJ standing orders holding of domestic enquiry, 
submission of enquiry findings and being satisfied vvith those 
findings the management should have r-esorfed to actiori under 
Clause 12(iiiKb) and not under clause 1 1(e). This sitrration 
also lands supports lo the view that the manugenient was not 
sure .a.s to whether the charges were proved beyond doubt. 

16. In view of the above, T answer the first isaue ts 
under ; — 

It is manifest thru the charge levelled against Shri _ Rrrrn 
Kishorc Palhrtk has not been established in the domestic en- 
quiry rrnd cpnseqrrcntly the termination of services of Shri Ram 
Kishore Pathak by the Mines Manager, Sagmania Limestone 
Mine is not justified. 

17. After having answered the issue, the scconr.1 one is de- 
cided as follows : — 

Shri Ram Kishoie Pathak should be reinstated immediately 
with full back wages and other service benefits as if he was 
in employment irndci- the management from the drrtc he 
was placed under suspension. 

18. Issued under niy signaUtre and seal on this 31st day 
of July, 1977. 

K. ST-IANMUGHAVEL, Regional Labour Commissioner IC) 

.Tabalpur Arbitrator. 

LNo. L-12()ll/2()/7G-D, HI, BJ 


S O. 3379.— In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby 
publisher.' the following award of the Arbitrator in the indus- 
trial dispute hetweeri the employers in relation to the manage- 
ment of M/s. Burn Standard C'cmpany Limited, Salem and 
their workmen. 


14, The Police, with whom a complaint wa.s made, i; is said, 
had investigated and found that there w.as no basis in Ihc 
complaint. Besides no witness of the management had adduced 
evidence either orally or by document to. the effect that Shii 
Pathak had stolen the abovesaid articles. The indirect uTercncc 
on which the Enquiry Officer had based his findings stating 
that since Shri Pathak could not give an expUnation for his 
po.ssession of 2 to 3 bags of cement and 2(10 to 300 bricks, 
he had stolen the articles is frivalous and is not therefore 
reliable. In the .'iiionymous letter It was stated that some 
medicine were also found in Pathak’s quarter. But no mention 
was made about it cither by the officials who had visited Shri 
Pathak’s quarter nor anything had been mentioned in the course 
of a domestic enquiry. Further in the anonymous letter it was 
staled that Shri Pathak had kept some cement with the friend 
Gouri Shankar Kol. Tn order to find out as to whether there 
was cement in his house or not, neither any search was made 
in the house of Shri Gouri Shankar Kol. nor he w.is bronchi 
as a witness to adduce evidence to the effect lhat Shri Pathak 
had kept some of the stolen cement in his house. So I 
wonder to what extent the contents of the anonymous letter 
and the report of Shri Gupta could be relied upon to reach ;i 
conclcLsion that Shri Pathak had stolen bricks and cement of 
the management. 

15, The chargesheet had been issued under Section l2liK5l 
of the Certified Standing Orders. Then when the Domestic 
Enquiry was held and us according to the management the 
charges have been proved, then as a corollory punishment 
should also have been imposed under chuise 12(iii)(b) of the 
Certified Standing Orders. But on the other hand the services 
of Shri Pathak were terminated under clause llfel of the 
Certified Standing Orders as were disehar.ged simplicitcr. Gene- 
rally Clairse life) of the certified standing orders is rcsoi-tcd 
to in the lemoval of an employee holdina a chaiee of con- 
fidence or a position of power and when it i. found that hold- 
ing domestic enquiry would do harm to the Company and cause 
stigma to the workmen, which the munagemeni did not want to 
do. Shri Pathak wa.s neither holding ,i po^ititin of power nor 


AWARD OF ARBITRATOR SRI lOHN THE-NGANA- 
MANNIL, LABOUR ENFORCEMENT OFFICER (CENT- 
RAL), SAl EM IN THE DISPUTE BETWEEN M/S. BURN 
standard company I.IMITED, SALEM AND THEIR 
WORKMEN REPRESENTED BY MAGNESITE WORKS 
UNION, SAl, EM 

By Notification No. 1.-29013 /I /77-D. HUB) dated 1-3-1977 
the Government of India in the Ministry of Labour referred 
the undermentioned point of dispute between the Manage- 
ment of M/s. Burn Standard Company Limited, Salem (herein 
after called the Management) and their workmen represented 
by Mapnc.silc Workers Union, .Salem (hereinafter called the 
Union) under Section lOA of the Industrial Disputes Act for 
my arbitration. 

Point of Dispute 

“(i) Whether terminations of services of the following 
workmen by the management are legal and justified 
under the Company’s Standing (drder. 

(ii) Tf not, to what relief they are entitled. 

1. Sri Palani S/o. Tyyemperunial, P.L'. No. 5112. 

2. Sri Marappan S/o Venkatachalam, P.F. No. 4331.” 

Partic-s lo the dispute submitted their respective written 
statements which were exchanged between them. None of 
them filed any rejoinder. The manageme.nf had no witnesses 
to be examined. But they filed certain documents as evidence. 
The workmen hud two witnesses to be examined. But at 
this stage the parfic.s lo the dispute filed before me a mutual 
agreement entered into between them amicably settling the 
dispute. The parties to the dispute requested for the accep- 
tance of the agreement between them by the arbitrator. The 
said agreement and the request for its aeccpfiuice .are repro- 
duced below ; — 
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“AGREEMENT entered inti 
M/s. Bum Standard Co. Ltd., 
presented by Magnesite Worki 

PARTIES 

Representing Kmployers 

Sri K. Tlromas George, 
Assistant Manager Taboui' 

M/s. Burn StaddajJ Co., Ltd,, 
Salem. 


) between the Management of 
Salem and their workmen re- 
rs Union, Salem. 

SENT 

Representing workmen 

SriK. Balasubramaniani, 
Secretary, 

Magnestite Workers Union, 
Salem, 


New Delhi, the 22nd October, 1477 


S.O. 33S0. — In pLir.snanee of jcction 17 of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Ccntial Government hereby 
publishes the following award of the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal. New Delhi in the industrial dispute bet- 
ween the employcts in relation to the management of the 
United Commercinl Bank, New Delhi and tiieir workman, 
which WHS received hy the Central Government t n the hth 
October, 1 977. 


SHORT RECIT.M. OE I HE. CASE. 

The Management of M's. Buin Standard Co, Lid., Salem 
in exercise of powers conferred on them under clauuc 23(xii) 
of their certified Standing Oiders declared that the services 
of Sarvasri (i) Palani lyyempenimal and (ii) Maroppan Venk- 
atachalam stand terminated. The union raised a dispute 
against this before the Assistant Labour Commissioner (C)-IL 
Madras. Conciliation proceedings failed to resolve the dis- 
pute. But the parties agreed for Aibitralion of the dispute 
by Sri John Tlienganamannil, Labour Enforcement Officer (Cen- 
Iral), Salem under See. lOA of (he Industrial Disputes Act. 
During the course of .Arbitration proceedings the parties cnteied 
into an .Agi'cemcnt on the following icrms. 

Terms of Agreement 

(II The Management shall rc-employ with effect from 
13-4-77 Sarvasri Palani lyyeraperumal and Marappan 
Venkulachalam as new workers of the mine and 
they will work in the same capacity as they had 
been working prior to the termination. 

(2) The Union shall not cite this agreement as a prece- 
dent in any similar dispute in future. 

Signature of Parties 

Representing Employers Representing Workmen 

(Sd.) (Sd.) 

K. Thomas George. K. Balasubramaniam. 

Dated : 2-4-1977 
Witness ; — 

(Sd.) 

O. S. JAYAR.AMAN. 

President, Magnesite Workeis Union, Salem. 

(Sd.) 

M. NATESH, LDC, 

Office of the Labour Enforcement Officer (Central), Salem. 

Submitted to Sri John Thenganamannil, Labour Enfoi ce- 
ment Officer (Central), Arbitrator jointly by the Management 
of M/s. Burn Standard Co, Ltd., Salem and Magnesite 
Workers Union, Salem with a request to accept the Agreement, 
(Sd.) (Sd). 

N. Thomas George, 

Asst. Manager (Labour), K. Balasubramaniam 

M/s. Burn Standard Co. I.td., Secretary 

Ma.gnesite Woikeis Union, 
Salem-5. Salem-5. 

■Salera-5 dated 2-4-77”, 

T carefully examined the agreement and find it to be a 
fair one, ,As the ends of justice will he met by this agree- 
ment, T accept in to to and award accordingly. 

No. S. 5(231/76. 

Place : SALEM-5. 

Date : 5th April 1977, 

Sd/- 

ARBITR.VrOR, 

JOHN I'HENGaNAM.ANNII , t.nboui Enforcemeni 

Officer (C.l 
[No. L-29013/1 /77-D. III. B 1 
.1. C. SAXENA, Umlcr Secy. 


Bl-JEORE SHRI MAHESH CHANDRA, PRESIDING 
OEFICER, CENTRAL GOV T. INDU.STRIAL TRIBUNAl- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT, NEW DELHI 

I.D. No. 71 of 1977 

In re ; 

The President, Delhi Stale Bank Workeis' Oi ganisation. 
898, Nai Sarak, Chandni Chnwk, Delhi. 

Versus 

The Divisional Manager, Uniled Commercial Hank, Pat- 
lianrent Street, New' Delhi 

PRESENT ; 

.Shri R. M. Tiinwar. the concerned woi'kman, 

Shri Davindcr Singh for the Managoment. 


AWARD 

The Central Govt, as aiiproprialc (iuvt. side its order No. 
I -12012/24 '75/DI I /A. dated (he 2.Jrd Inly. 1475 made the 
following reference : — 

Whether the munagcinenl of the United Conimci-ci;il Bank 
Delhi Zone, Delhi, is justified in denying the post 
of Assistant Heail Cashier to Shri R. M. Tanwar 
w.e.f. the 13lh December, 1973. If not, to what 
relief is (be said workman entitled 


2. The reference was originally made to Industrial Tri- 
bunal, Delhi and has come up for disposal before this Tribunal 
by way of transfer. 

3. In this reference an applicalion was filed on the 16th 
August, 1977 by Shri R. M. Tanwar, the petitioner in which 
slated by him that the workman withdraws the claim made 
in this case ;md no dispute is pending between the parlies 
and thcrofore the petition be dismissed :is withdrtiw'n and 
no dispute award be passed in this case. 


4. It is in these circumstances that this reference has come 
lip before me for disporsd. In view of the letter of request 
Ex. C/I the reference is filed as withdrawn ;ind a no dispute 
award is returned. Parties are left to bcai- their own costs. 
Requisite copies of the award may he s'cnl to the appropriate 
Govt, for necessary action. 

Dated : 30th Angnsl, 1977. 

MAHESH CHANDRA, Presiding Officer 
[F. No. L-I20I2/24/7.CD. II. ,\.J 


S.O. 3381.— In pnisimnce of section 17 of the Indnstritil Dis- 
putes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government herebv 
publishes the following aw'ard of the Central Goevernment 
Industrial Tribunal, New Dellii in the indnstritil dispute bet- 
ween the employers in relation to the management of State 
Bank of India, New Delhi and their W'orkrnan, which was 
received hy the Central Government on the 6th October, 
1917. 
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BEFORE 5HEI MAHESH CHANDR-\, PRFSTDING 
01 ( TCEK. CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL I RIBONAL- 
CUM-I \H01IR COURT, NEW DUT HI 

I.D. No. 162 of 1977 
BETAVEHN 

Delhi L'iiclc State Bunk. Stuff As^iociuiian, Runbir Hull, 
Civil Lines, Jullundcr City Petitionci 

AND 

The Regional Manager, Stale Bank of India, (Region V), 
Parliament Street. New Delhi. ...... .Respondenl. 

PRESENT ; 

Shri J. N. Kapur. General SccrcUiry and Shri R. T.. 
Malholra, Piesidcni for the Union; Shri S. Miahra, 
representative of the Management. 

AWARD 

Govt, ol India vide its order No. K. 120l2/87/75/'DIl/A, 
dated the 23rd August, 1975 made the following icferencc 
to the Central Govt. Indnstrial Tribunal, Chandigarh. 

‘Whether the aetion of the management of the State 
Bank of India, Region IV, New Delhi, in transrerring 
Shri Surinder Pal Singh, Ciodown Keeper fiom 
Phagwara Branch to Chowk Kultu Khazana Amritsar 
Braneh of the said Bank is an act of Victimisation V 
If so. to what relief is the said workman entitled ’ 

2 . Thereafter the rcl'eience was transferred to the Central 
Govt. Industrial Tribunal, Delhi tind tin, illy it has been trans- 
ferred to this Tribunal ; 

3. This reference hun come up for disposal befoie me in very 
peculiar circumstances, in so far as on the 28tli .luly, 1977 
Shri S, MLshru, reprensetative of the Management came for- 
ward with the following statement : — 

‘I tender R/1, whereby the matter has been amicably 
.settled between the Management and the workman 
Therefore this reference has hccome infinclnous.' 

4. In reply to his .statement Shri Surinder Pal Singh the 
Workman came forward with the following statement 

I R/1 has been signed by me with rcfeiencc to this dispute 
and I have been now tinnsfcrrcd fiom Amritsar 
to Fazilka to my satisfaction,’ 

3. In the light of these statements it was submitted by 
Shri S. Mishra that no dispute subsists between the parlies 
and as such reference .should be filed and as award of no 
dispute be made. As against this it has been submitted by 
Shri R. L. Malhotra and Shri J. N. Kapur, Piesidcnt and 
General Secretary of the Association Ihtil the dispute still 
.should be adjudicated upon even though the workman has 
been transferred and he has no other claim ng.iinst the bank, 

6. Fiom the pcrsual of Ev. R/1, 1 find that it reads as 

follows : — ■ 

‘With reference to the dispute lodged by me in the Labour 
Court, I have to state that I have no dispute with 
the Bank and my application be treated as caneclled.’ 

7. Thus the .statement of Shri Surinder Pal Singh iccorded 
on 2K-7-77 is in consonance with C.\. R/1 and from the 
pcrsual thereof it is very clear that there is no dispute any 
longer between the Management on the one hand and the 
workman on the other hand, I do not find much weight 
In the contention of the Union’s representatives that in so 
far as the transfer of Shri S. P. Singh, an office bearer of 
the i.'.iid union was an act of victimisation, the reference is 
still alive. From the pcisiial of the order of reference 1 
find that the reference is with regard to the transfer of 
Shri S. P. Singh and certainly in the face of statement of 
,Shri S, P. Singh read with Ex. R/L the workman has already 
been transferred to some other place suitable to him. Thus 
in these ciiciimstances (he workman would not be entitled to 


any relief whatsoever in pursuance of this order of reference. 
The fact that the reference makes mention of vicititnisation 
w'onld hardly keep the reference alive in these circumstances. 
I do not think that after the claim of the workman has been 
met, the reference can remain alive in Ihe instant case in the 
circumstances of this case. No doubt that it is the Union 
which has had espoused the case of the workman but if the 
workman himself has settled his claim with the Bank il would 
no longer lie with the Union to proceed with the reference as 
the President and the General Secretary of the Union desire. 
None of them has been able to show me any law that in 
these peculiar circumstances of a case the reference would still 
remain alive and T, therefore, hold that this reference does 
not remain alive and accordingly an award of no dispute vvonld 
have to be returned in this instant case. 

8. For my discussion above, an award of no dispute is made. 
Requisite copies of the award may be sent to the appropriate 
Government for appropriate action. Patties are left to bear 
their own costs. 

Announced in the open court. 

Dated ; 2nd August, 1977. 

MAHESH CHANDRA. Presiding Tlfficer 
LF. No. L-I20l2/87/75-D,ILA.] 

S.O, 3382. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947). Ihc Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central . Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal, New Delhi in the industrial 
dispute between the employcre in relation to the management 
of Central Bank of India, Chandigarh and Iheir workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on the 6th 
October, 1977. 

BEFORE SHRI MAHESH CHANDRA, PRESIDING 

OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 

TRIBUN,\L-CUM-LABOUR COURT, NFW DELHI 

I.D. No. 132 of 1977 

In re : 

The General Secretary, Centtal Bank of India Hm- 
ploveeV Union, Haryana, Ltd Kurti. .■kmbala Cirntt. 

Versus 

The Zonal Manager, Central Bank of India, Chandigarh. 
PRESENT : 

,Shri R. K. Joshi — for the workman. 

Shri H L. Chihher — for the Management, 

AWARD 

In this case the Central Government os appropriate Govern- 
ment vide its order dated the ,30th April, 1975 made the 
following reference ; 

VVhethcr the action of the munugemenl of the Central 
Bank of India, Chandigarh, in not designating Shri 
Ram Singh, .Assistant C’ashicr-cum-Godown Keeper 
as Cl'erk-cum-Godown Keeper is an act of victimi- 
sation and unfair labour practice 7 If so to what 
relief is the said workman entitled 7 

2. This reference was originally made to Indnslrial Tri- 
buanl, Chandigarh where from it was tninsfe,'red to Indns- 
tiial Tribunal, Delhi and finally if had been transferred to 
Ibis Tribunal for ilisposal and this is how this lefercncc has 
come up b;fore thi,5 Tribunal for adjudicutioii 

3. In this rcfcicnce following issues weie framed by Shri 
H. R. Sodhi, CGIT, Chandigarh : 

Whether the instant reference is had in law and without 
jurisdiction for reasons stated in paras 1 and 2 of 
the preliminary objections wherein it is pleaded 
inter-alia, that : 

(a) that the instant dispute has not been raised in a 
proper manner in as much as no demand notice 
was served by the workmen on the management 



and the Conciliation Officer wrongly took cog- 
nisance of the matter; that the dispute never 
assumed the character of an industrial dispute as 
defined in section 2(k) of the Industrial Dispute 
Act. 

tb) that the dispute is an individual one and it has 
not been espoused by a. substantial nnmher of 
workmen of the respondent bank nor by any 
representative union, 
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S.O. 3383.— In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 fl4 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the follovving award of the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal, New Delhi in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the manafimenf 
of Chartered Bank, New Delhi and their workman, which 
wus leceivcii by the rcnlral Government on the 6th 
OcTohei, 1977. 


In Merits ; 


I. Whether Shri Rum Singh, Assistant Cushicr-enm-Go- 
down Keeper (the concerned workman) is entitled 


BEFORH vSHRl MAHHSK CHANDRA, PRESIDING 
OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INI5USTRIAL 
ERIBUNAT-CUM-LABOUR COURT. NEW DELHI 

I.D. No. 95 of 1977 


to the designated as a Clerk-cum-Godown Keeper ? 

2 If issue no. 1 is decided for the workman and 

against the management was the action of the 
management in not designating him an act of 
victimisation and unfair labour practice. 

3. To what relief, if any, the vvorkman is entitled if 
both the issues 111 and (2) arc decided in his 
favour and againd the management. 

4. Ttiereaffer evidence of the parties was ordered to be 
recorded and the evidence was in fact partly recorded but 
then the case was tiDnsferied to industrial Trihunal, Delhi 
and finally to this Trihunal. When this case came up before 
this Tribunal of 17th Angrist, 1977 Shri R. K, Joshi appeared 
for the workman while Shri I-I. L. Chibber appeared for 
the Management and they came forward with the following 
.statement ; 

‘The parties have already arrived at a settlement. A 
no dispute aw'ard be made in this case. Oiir appli- 
cation Ex. C /I is correct.’ 

5. In view of the statement recorded above, 1 am left 
with no option but to hold that no dispute any longer 
existed belween the parties and us such a no dispute award 
i.s made in (he reference. From the persual of the applica- 
tion Hx. C/I also it is clear that no dispute exist between 
the parties any longer. Parties are left to bear own costs. 
Let the I'cquistc number of copies of aw.ard be sent to the 
appiopriale Go\’t, for necessary action. 

M.AHESH CH.ANDRA, Piesiding Officer 
Dated, the 181h August, 1977 

BF.EORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER, INDUSTRIAL 

TKIBLINAL (CENTRA! ) DELHI, REF, NO. C.G.I.T 
NO. 69 OF 1976 

I Ref, No. 24/C fof Chandigarh of 75 

In the matter of Industrial Dispute 
BETWEEN 

The management of Central Bank of India 
AND 

Its Workman as represented by CBITD, Haryana. 

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH : 

The parlies to the above dispute have anived at an 
amicable settlement of the dispute, as per the inutual nego- 
tiations, held between the parties and duly recorded in the 
minutes of joint discussions held on 3rd and 4th .Auenst 
1976 at Bombay. 

That in view of the mutual .settlement of the dispute 
between the parties, the dispute no longer survives and it 
is, therefore, prayed that the Elon'blc Tribunal may be 
pleased to make a no dispute award in the matter. 

For CBIEU HARY.ANA, For Central Bank of India 
Sd. Sd, Sd. 

General Secretary Authorised Assistant 225nul 

Representative Manager 
(Personnel ) 


In re : 

The Secretary, Chartered Bank Empfoyees Union, C/o 
Chartered Bank. 17, Parliament Stieet, New Delhi. 

Versus 

The Manager, Chartered Bank. 17, Parliament Street, 
New Delhi. 

PRESENT ; 

Shri D. N, Seth — for the workman. 

Shri S. S. Sethi — for the Management. 

AWARD 

The Central Government as appropriate Government vide 
its order No. L-12012/50/77-D. IT. A. dated the 23rd May, 
1977 made the following reference to this Tribunal : 

Whether the action of the Chartered Bank, New Delhi 
in stopping special allowance of Rs. 12 p.m. being 
paid to Shri S. N. Nanda, Special Assistant for his 
C.A.II.B, Part I Qualification from 1-7-58, w.e.f. 
1-9-76 and ordering recoverie.s of payments made 
in the past is legal and justified If not, to what 
relief is the workman concerned entitled 7 

2. On receipt of the reference it was ordered to be regis- 
tered and notices were issued to the parlie.s and the parties 
had appeared on the 25th July, 1977 and it was submitted 
that talks for compromise were going on between the parties. 
Finally on the 19th August, 1977 SIvri S. S, Sethi and Shri 
D. N. Seth, representative of the Bank and the workman 
respectively slated that the panics had arrived at a settlement 
and as such it was ordered that the settlement be recorded. 
The said settlement is Ex. C/1. The statements of Shri 
Seth and Shri Sethi were recorded on oath for which they 
have .stated that ‘the parlies have arrived at a settlement in 
the matter in dispute. The settlement is Ex, C/1. .An 
award be made in terms of the settlement.’ 

.3. In view of the settlement Ex. C/1 and in view of the 
statements recorded on 19-8-1977 I hold that the parties have 
compromised in this reference. From the pcrsnal of the 
compromise 1 find that the compromise is valid compromise 
and there is no reason not to register the said compromise 
and accordingly it is registered. An award in terms of the 
settlement Ex. C/1 which shall form part of this award as 
appendix A is made. Parties are left to bear their own 
costs. Requisite copies of the award together with copie.s of 
settlement may he sent to the appropriate Government for 
necessary action. 

Dated ; 20th August, 1977. 

MAHESH CH.ANDERA, Presiding Officer. 
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APPENDIX A’ 


New Delhi, the 18th August, 1977 
MEMORANDUM OF SE7TI EMPNl 
N \MES OF PARTIES : 

The Ch;iiteied Bunk, 17 Parlkinient Street, New 
Delhi-110001. 


AND 


Theii' Workman, Shri S. N. Nanda, as repreuented by 
the Chartered Bank Employee’s Union, Delhi. 

REPRESENTING EMPLOYERS : 

Mr. f. M. Barker, Manager The Chartered Bank. 17 
Parliament Street, New Delhi-110001. 


both the parties to the said Tribunal for making an Award 
in terms of the settlement. 


Signed this 18th day of August, 1977 at New Delhi. 

For & on behalf of the workman. 

Sd/- For & on behalf of the 

(S. ANANTHANARYAN.'kN) Management of the Chartered 
President Bank, New Delhi. 


The Chartered Bank Employees Sd/- 

Union, Delhi. tJ. M. BARKER) 

Sd/- Manage 


(S. N. NANDA) 
Workman concerned 


The Chartered Bank 
17, Parliament Street 
New Delhi-1 10001. 


IF. No. L-12012/50/77-D.IT.A.1 
JAGDISH PRASAD, Under Secy, 


REPRESENTING WORKMAN : 

1, Shri S, Ananthanarayanan, President. 

2, Shri D. N, Seth, Secretary. 

3, Shri S. N. Nanda. workman concerned. 

The Charted Bank Employee’s Union, Delhi. 

SHORT RBaTAL 

Siri S. N. Nanda was being paid special allowance since 
1'7-1959 admissible to employees who had passed part T 
examination of CAIIB, There was some controversy whe- 
ther he had passed the said examination or not and the 
Management had stopped the special allowance of Rs. 12 
per month with effect from 1-9-1976 and required him to 
telurned a sum of Rs. 9,366.32 paid to him by the Bank. 
A dispute rcgai-ding the matter was rcffcied for adjudication 
to the Central Government Industrial Tribunal vide notifi- 
cation dated 23-5-1977 parties to the dispute continued their 
efforts to reach an amicable settlclment as a result of which 
a settlement was reached on the following terms : 

TERMS OF SETTI FMFNT 

1. It i.s agieed that the Bank will pay and Shri S. N. 
Nanda will accept a Ininpsum amount of Rs. 1,500 (Rupees 
one thousand and five hundred only) in full and final settle- 
ment of all claims, dues and disputes arising out cf 

dawn of sh.i s. N. N.anda for restoration of the special 
allowance. 

2. the Management agices not to lecovcr the .irni of 
Rs. 9,366.32 (Rupees nine thousand three hundred .sixty six 
and pal e thirty two only) and claimed side their lettet No 
A/S4 dated 4th September 1976 from Shri S. N. Nanda, in 
tho connection. 

3. It IS agreed that a copy of this settlement wilt be filed 
before the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Delhi in 
the matter of Case No. 95 of 1977 request will be made by 


(twiw finniT) 

25 1977 

Jirr.aiT. 3384.— iTTfffR, artiT^T^nr, 1962 

(1962 ^ 53) tirrr 7 (tp) TEflTT Uli'ffddT ’PT 

qmt virfr tu ■+17 4 ((nf!| siiV "jW 

iWTT) if. 75/75-ifNT-?i;c^, ffnW 3 31771 ^, 

1975 EnfityTT oifi tpr^ff if*. 

tJ-qsT sdVFJTffffT if W HTToft' ^tHT if. 4 «l? HfTT^, 

Ftrnr 3 4^ ^ nfqf t ddV ?i5 fHH?H?'a i i i utife sfir: 
PMrftrff ’fff dptifu; :~ 

“( TXX )rnWFf lElfNf ariV 1” 

[WhrRTdiTT if. 213/77-lftBT-^p^ 971. if- 48l/70/7e- 

iftiff-^tll’P 7] 
tjvr, am nfnr 

MINISTRY OF FINANCE 

(Department uf Revenue) 

New Dclbi, the 25th October, 1977 
CUSTOMS 

S.O. 3384. --In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(a) of section 7 of the Cu.stoms Act, 1962 (52 of 1962), the 
(Central Government hereby makes the following fuither 
amendment in the notification of the Govcinment of India 
in the Ministry of Finance (Department of Revenue and I«su- 
rance) No. 75/7.‘'-CnstomK, dated the 3rd July, 1975, 
namely : — 

In the Table annexed to the said notification against Serial 
number 4, in column 3, after entries the following cntiy shall 
be inserted, namely ■ — 

“(ix.x) Popcorn Machines and Cotton Caiid> Machines,” 
Notification No. 213/77-CLisioms /F. No. 481 /7n/76-Cns VII 

N. KRISHNAMURTHY, Under Secy, 


RING road, new PFLHl-1 10064 
PUIILICATIONS, DELHI-1 I00,S4. 
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